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The Church of England is your Mother to her ſmall comſort. 


She hath borne you and repented! Biſiob HALL, 
Dnſtable as water, thou ſhalt not excel, Gen, XLIX. 4. 
— Thy own mouth condemmeth thee, and not I. Yea, thy 


* own lips teſtify againſt thee! Jon XV. 6. 


Ridiculous error is to be turned out of the temple of truth, 
not only with lcriptural argument, which is the fword of 
the Spirit, but alſo with mild irony, which 1s a proper 
ſcourge for a glaring and obſtinate miſtake, 

Locica GENEVENSIS, p. 144. note. 
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Locica WESLEIENsISs, &c. 


* 
eo HIN is more common than to hear 
y * 8 the drunkard affirm that every one is over- 


taken but himſelf; he cannot ſee plainly, he 
cannot ſpeak diſtinctly, his ſenſes are all con- 
K HB fuſed and muddled, and therefore, for want 
of the proper exertion of his own organs and faculties, he 
is apt to imagine that every object around him is diſordered 
and turned out of its due courſe; never ſuſpecting that the 
real cauſe of all this ariſes from the fumes of his own heated 
imagination. Juſt ſo it is with the unhappy man who 
is intoxicated with paſſion ; he ſees every thing with a 
jaundiced eye; and becauſe he himſelf is tranſported with 
pride, envy, rage, &c. &c. inſtead of blaming his own 
evil tempers, he is fure to lay all the fault upon whatſo- 
ever was the innocent cauſe of ſtirring up thoſe tempers in 
his heart, or of making them fume out through the lips 
or pen. 

Poor Mr Weſley has, during the courſe of near forty 
years, been publiching various tracts and volumes in divi- 
nity, ſome written by himſelf, ſome by others, all either 
prefaced, abridged, or ſtrongly recommended by Mr Weſley, 
as all true, all agreeable to the oracles of God (A),“ and as 
expreſſing his real ſentiments in a much better manner than he 
was able to do himſelf (B). Theſe publications, upon being 
compared one with another, unfortunately all fall together 
by the ears; inſomuch that out of them the author of 
Pietas Oxonienſis collects upwards of one hundred groſs 
contradictions, and begs Mr Welley would inform the 
world by what art they are reconcilable, _— At this the 
ſweetneſs of Mr Weſley's temper is much more ruMed than 
is conſiſtent with his own 2 2 of an adult believer, i. e. 

. one 


9 


(A) Preface to Chriſtian Library. 
(B) Preface to Goodwin againſt Imputed Righteouſneſt. 
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one who is fperfeted in love (C); and he begins to 
charge, prime, cock, and fre at Calviniſm without metcy; 
but alas ! all his vollies are like what iſſues from the Park 
guns when the King goes to the Houle ; there is paper, 
ſmoke, and hre in plenty; but if you can bear the ſtench, 
(which indeed is very nauſeous} your may walk; before the 
mouths of thofe cannons without the leaſt fear of being 
wounded; and whoſoever has had courage to approach 
the heavieſt pieces of artillery which have been ca at the 
Foundery near Moorfields, muſt long ago have perceived that 
being compoſed of no better metal than what, formed the 
toes of Nebuchadnezzar's image, they are utterly unfit to 
do any material execution in the day of battle, Mr Weſley 
is however reſolved to put them to the prof; and one of 
them is juſt gone off with a loud explofion. 2 A 

Now would have thee to know, gentle reader, that ag 
the King chriſtens all his men of war before he ſends them 
out againſt the French, ſo Mr Wefley gives names to all 
his cannons or pop-guns (call them which thou wilt) be- 
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(C) The reader is deſired to take Mr Welley's own deſcrip- 


tion of theſe yarn, =o vn They are freed. from that great 


& root of fin and 
& with, as deſiring nothing, no not for one moment (ſor perfect 
2 caſteth out all deſire) but che holy and perfect will of 
„God Ke. N.. W 
They are freed from evil thoughts ; fo that they cannot enter 


e into them, no not for one inſtant : aforetime when an evil 


thought came in, they looked up and it vaniſhed away; brit 


* now it does net come in, there being no room for this in a 
«foul which is full of Gt. (9 

.«\ They-are freed from wanderings 
te they pour out their hearts in à more immediate manner be- 
<«. fora God, they have no thought of any ching paſt, or abſent, 
or to come, but of God alone; to whom their whole fouls 
« flow in one even-ſtream, and in hom they are ſwallowed 
“ up; in times pal they had wandering 1 ces darted in, 
« which yet fled away like ſmok&,” but how the "fmdke docs 
«© noeriſe at H. PROS. FTI CITE 1 


* 


Again. Our bleſſed Lord had no evil or ſinful thoughts, 
& nor indeed was capable of having any and even hence it 


atterneſs, Pride. They are freed from Setf- 


tn prayers Whenſoever 


* 


& follows, that neither have ral Chariſtianc: therefore: if he was 


ce free from evil or ſinful thoughts, ſo are they likewiſe.“ 
Ane 7. Me-, Sermon en Phil. if. 12. 
In other words; © no man 1s, a zeal chriſtian (conſequently 
* not a believer) who has one ſinſul thought,“ How differs 
rene £24Gr ws io een is 
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3 I) 
fore they are judged fit for his ſervice againſt the Calviniſts, 


and therefore he has in his wiſdom thought proper to dif- 
tinguiſh the gun under conſideration, with the appellation 
of “ ſome Remarks on Mr Hill's (D) Review of all the 
«« doctrines taught by Mr John Weſley,” Well, various 
are the opinions concerning this gun. Men of ſenſe ſhake 
1 their heads, and ſay it is quite unfit for duty; men of 
grace compaſſionate the caſſer of it; and men of pleafantry 
; laugh heartily at it; but ſome good old women, who con- 
ſtantly attend at the Foundery, ſpeak very highly of it. — 
Let us however examine a little further, as well into the 
ſpirit, as into the matter of he Remarts in queſtion, 

With regard to the former, Mr Weſley would have us 
to know that-the piece is written in much /ove. But what 
love? I ſuppoſe he muſt mean eve to his own favorite 
tenets; love to his'own contradictions and inconſiſtencies; 
love of ſcolding, love of abuſe, &c. &c. for it would put 
the reader to his wit's end, to find out any other ſoft of 
love throughout Mr Weſley's whole performance, as the 
following loving expreſſions, all collected out of it; and 
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this from that expreſſion of Mr Charles Weſley, While one evil 
thought can riſe, Fon not born again“ Vet Mr John diſclaims 
this expreſſion, and ſays, (Remarks, p. gi.) My Brother ſaid fo 
* once : I never did; but he took the words, born again, in too: tngh a 
* ſenſe.” Pray, Sir, in what ſenſe then did you take the words 
when you faid that“ if Chr had. no evil thoughts, neither have 
real 1 8770 ?” and that © they are no more capable of having 
* a ſinful thought than their bleſſed Lord himſelf was? Do 
you, or do you not recant this extract from your own ſermon ? 
If you do, we have an additional proof of the variableneſs of 
= MrWelley's religious ſentiments. If you do not, why do 
> you give up your Brother for ſaying. while. one evil thought can 
riſe, 7 um not born again ? You afhrm, that a real chriſtian has 
not at conf eee r Charts n bn that 4s barn. again has 
nat an evil thought, Where is the difference? , f 
Wo But Whatever be the difference between Mr John and Mr 
Charles Weſley, herein plainly conſiſts the difference between 
„Mr obs 2d 8 Paul (Rom. vii.) in their ideas of adult chrife 
tian. Mr John Weſley, believes that the higher they advance 
in Pace the leſs they feel of the evil of their own hearts: 
St Paul is of opinion, that in proportion as they increaſe in 
light and ſelf-knowledge, they diſcern more of their hidden 
corruptions, and are more humbled on that account. 


1 (D) As Mr Hill did not chooſe to prefix his name to that 
eview, it argued no great proof of My Weſley's pulitengſs, to 
addreſs him in the 3 manner he has done. | 


| 


CS 
eithet directly or indirectiy levelled at Mr Hill, ſufficiently 
evince, ©” 

Mr Hill 7s a b1got in grain 4 Munderer ih- cuſ s- pato 
of 4 party—— He is under no reſtraint of good nature, decency, 
or good manners He has no regard. either to merty or truth 
Ii ſays all manner of evil fdlſy He pours but a flood 
of calumny, and bears falſe witneſs He ts a four, nioroſe, 
ſpighiful, touchy man——yea, ' a bear —— His ſentiments are 
diabolical—— He does evil that good may com. As a writer 
his name is wormwood——— He ts proud baughty—— ſuper - 
cilious——=violent———impetuons——bitter of ſpirit—— full of 
implacable hatred=—— Diſdaining his opponents, as unworthy 
to be ſet with the dogs of his flock One of the moſt cruel, 
inhuman flanderers that ever ſet pen to paper —— Thoſe whole 
defign is to blacken———and who has abundantly peared out 


Foul, poiſonous water, He is unworthy the name either of 


the Chriflian or of the Gentleman, infomuch that Mr 
Wefley is amazed that Mr Hill ſhoutd lay claim to either 
of theſe titles (E); therefore he expects no more mercy 
from him than from à nad dog, and has juſt as much hope 
of ſoftening inexorable Pluto, king »f ſhades (alias the Prince 
of the Devils) as of ſoftening Mr Hill's ſpirit. 

Thank you, my dear, meek, humble, loving Mr Weſley: 
Bur if this-be the language of adult believers, of Futhers in 


a Coriftly I think the fewer the better; and cannot doubt but 


ou will foon, by ſome amazipg art of | Logica' TY:Neien/is, 
Hind afl expedient to reach us Row to he ht and to uit Caps 
in love, However you muft excuſe we if 1 inform you 
neatly, what a ee of yours, 00 to "ie n reading your 
late ; art. "er wiſh, aid” he „that 175 Weſley had 
0 carefully rs his own bee. Phyſic before | Fe had 
| | | taken 
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(5 "Mr ge (p- Ho): has mage the/f lowing fall quota- 
tion from my 9 and marked it hh, commas as if it 
were my own, hong! h 1 never uſed an uch ex reſſi n with 
re gard' to it in my hole fe. lis BH af theſe, 

< thous h ks Fort you (fays Mr Hill)” Wink "all the 

inch of a gentleman Levy the humility of 'a Ehriſtian.” 
where or 00 *what' occaſion; have I paid myſelf 
this kalte compliment point out the book, the page, the 
Ine.” Surely as a writer I ge to leave this judgment, to 
others; and think that any ſuch vaunting words would come 
with almoſt as ill a grace from me in my own behalf, as they 
would from any Clergyman, who ſhould either thro' his own, 
or another's pen, pronounce. himſelf to be the GREATEST 
MINISTER IN TIIE WORLD. | 
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cc taken up the pen, and had ſwallowed two or three cool- 
ing doſes of the medicines there preſcribed, this might 
© have prevented the poor man from writing in ſo much 
„ wrath.” 

BUT now for the matter of this performance. 

Mr Weſley ſays „it would puzzle any one to find out 
wherein Mr Hill has given any anſwer to Mr Fletcher's 
* ſecond check, except in the title page.“ 

i dare ſay Mr Welley wiſhes he could believe this wer 
the caſe;, but whether the anſwer be fall and particular or 
nat, it is certain Mr Weſley knows not how to get over it. 
However he attempts to prejudice the reader by bringing 
a liſt of, quotations from the Review z which quotations, 
(though not, very exact ones) it cannot be denied, bear 
very. bard on Mr Weſley and Mr Fletcher. But how can 
Mr Hil) help that? Has he not proved his aſſertions? For 
inſtance, FP. Hill affirms, that Mr Fletcher has introduced 
ſome faile quotations, and that Mr Weſley has long thought 
forgeries of this kind to be no crime. In proof of this he 
appeals to the inſtances alledged by Mr Hervey apd Mr 
Toplady. Hereupon Mr Weſley, becomes "exceedingly 
angry, (though he cannot THIS the fact) and though he 
himſelf aſſumes the liberty of addreſſing a very great Digni- 
tary in the Church, with f 15 well, for. you that forging 
* quotations is not long 7 2 iy 

Again; Mr Fletcher affirms that all the proteſtant 
churches, the old Calviniſt miniſters, and puritan divines, 
are on the fide of the Minutes. Mr Hil) makes it appear 
as clear as the ſug, that this is a point- blank fallchood as 
ever was, written ;, does he not then give it a very gentle 
name by calling it a 1 

Once more. Mr Fletcher in the moſt ſarcaſtic manner 
repreſents all the celebrated miniſters of the age, who do 
not agtee with the Minutes, as ſo many rank Antinomians 
avowed, deliberate, overthrowers of the doctrine of holi- 
neſs (G), and pleaders for fin. This Mr Hill avers to be 
an heayv.llander and a groſs calumay ; whereas Mr Weſley 
accounts it all meekneſs, | geatleneſs, mild irony, and ſweet 
brd, (H) ; and falls foul upon Mr Hill only tor attempt- 
ing to wipe off a little of that dirt with which ſome of his 
moſt worthy friends have been ſo unmercifully beſpattared 
* kn plane and Helvetic bluntneſs. 

23 But 

(r) Review of Mr 0 efley 's dodtrines, 2d edit. p. 10g. 

4G) Third Check, p. 38. (H) — Wt p. 4. 


But Mr Hill deſires to ſay as little as may be of Mr 
Fletcher in this piece, ſince it is his ſincere wiſh to be 


upon amicable terms with him; though till he acknow- 


ledge the great injuſtice of his late accuſations, it is hardly 
poſſible there ſhould be that cordial harmony between 
bim and ſeveral of his religious friends which there uſed 
to be. 

But although Mr Weſley is now come to the pious re- 
ſolution of waging continual war with the Calvinifts, yet 
he gives us to underſtand, that till the preſent juncture he 
and his brother have always humbled themſelves to theſe men, 
in hopes of ſoftening their ſpirits by tenderneſs, and thereby of 
of living in peace and friendſhip with them: and to de- 
monſtrate what pains theſe gentlemen have been at in or- 


der to effect this benign purpoſe, we need only have re- 


courſe to their joint publications, in which all the Calviniſt 
miniſters, yea all who deny ſinleſs perfection, have been 
held forth to the world for years together under the fender, 
Iwing appellations of the Devil's factors, Satan's fyna- 
7555 children of the old roaring helliſh murderer, who 

elieve his lie; advocates for fin, witneſſes for the Fa- 
ther of lies,. blaſphemers,—— ſatan-ſent preachers, &c, 
&c. &c. &c. | 
But if theſe are the overflowings of Meſſrs J. and C. 
Weſley's hearts, whilſt they ate humbling themſelves, and 
courting the friendſhip of their Calviniftic brethren by a 
well-meant tenderneſs, what are we not now to expect from 
their wrath ? / theſe things be done in the green tree, what 


will they do in the dry? Truly if either I, or any others of 


phat party, whereof I am thy cat's-paw, had ever ſtooped to 
the uſe of ſuch ſcurrilous billingſgate language, as the 
above towards Mr Wefley, I might think that gentleman 


ſomewhat more juſtifiable: than 1 do at preſent, in pro- 


nouncing himſelf, through a pamphlet of which he had 
the reviſal, to be the grrateſl miniſter in the world, in order 
to counterbalance ſuch contumelious expreſſions. But as Mr 
Weſley gives this reaſon (p. 25.) for trumpeting forth his 
own. Praiſes in the ſecond check, I muſt beg to put him in 
mind, that this ſame ſetend check had not only received the 


ſanction of his Imprimatur, but was actually publiſhed ſe- 
veral months before Mr Hill's Revieto ſaw the light; and 
therefore it was not poſſible that any thing contained in 
that Revzew could induce Mr Weſley to ſend forth ſo many 
fulſome encomiums upon himſelf, unleſs we are to ſuppoſe 


that the ſtreams of this controverſy ran backwards, and 
„ 21 n. Be ARS | BS i 5 49 BUS 4 * that 
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that the muddled waters of the ſecond check had received 
their defilement from a cauſe which had then no exiſtence. 
So that the poor Review may well adopt the language of 
the lamb in the fable, and may truly ſay that “ it never 
« could have offeuded Mr Meſtey by any ſuch CONTUMEL1IOUS 
«© EXPRESSIONS, ag it was not then born.” 

Now then as the reaſon Mr Weſley has already given 
for offering ſo many ſacrifices to his wn drag, is plainly 
proved to be no reaſon at all, I hope he will be pleaſed to 
aſſign ſome other cauſe why he did not ſtrike all thoſe high- 
flown compliments relative to himſelf out of Mr Fletcher's 
book. It is certain he muſt either believe them to be true 
or falſe. If the latter, nothing ſhould have prevailed upon 
him to let them ſtand ; if the former, then how widel: 
does Mr Weſley differ from St Paul in his ideas of himſelf. 


That choſen veſſel believed bim/ef to be the chief of ſinners, 


and the lea/? of all faints. Mr Weſley thinks himſelf to be 
the greateſt mmifter in the world, and the moſt venerable Am- 


baſjador of Chriſt. 


{ muſt now take a wide ſtride to the laſt paragraph of 
your book, from whence one would have imagined that I 
had not only made a particular confeſſion of my faith to 


you, but that there had been an uncommon intimacy be- 


tween us; an honor which 1 have not the moſt diftant 
ptetenſions to lay claim to, never having ſeen you above 
four or five times in my whole liſe. Once in the pulpit at 
Weſt-ſtreet Chapel; once at a friend's houſe ; and once or 
twice at my requeſt, you were ſo kind as to drink a  for- 
bidden diſh of tea with me, when 1 lodged in Vine-ftreer, 
St James's, as I wanted to ſpeak to you concerning a poor 


man in your connections. But how you could at that 


period ſuppoſe me to be an Arminian, is moſt wonderful. 
For beſides that we did not exchange a word upon the 


doctrines in diſpute between Calviniſts and Arminians, I 


do not know that my ſentiments at that time, varied an 
hair's breadth from what they do preſent, unleſs upon the 
point of Mr. Weſley's inconſiſtency with bimſelf, I not 


having then read ſo many of his publications as I have 
fince, ..IF therefore Mr Weſley did at that time diſcover 
in me any of thoſe. chriſtian graces, for which he is pleaſed 


to'paſs ſo great a compliment upon me, I deſire to attri- 
bute the praiſe, of them wholly to thoſe humbling views I 


had of m ſelf as a finner ſaved from firſt to laſt by ſove- 


reign electing love, whoſe only language ought ever to be 
that of Mr Charles Weſley prefaced by Mr John. * 
| B 4 Why 
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Why haft thou to thy people join'd 
Me, the vileſt of mankind, 
In cordial charity? 


Why haſt thou heard the Spirit's groans, 
_  Intreating in thy choſen ones, 
For me, O Lord, for me ? 


BUT you ſay, I cannot prove the facts I have alledged 
againſt ſome profeſſors of ſinleſs perfection. Indeed, Sir, 
] can. And that without the teflimony of any Renegade Me- 
thodiſis who court the world by flandering their brethren ; and 
the firſt time I have the pleaſure of ſeeing Mr F ry 
I will (if he defices it) tell him all the particulars relative 
to theſe perſons, with their names and places of abode ; 
but as moſt of them are ſtill alive (and whilſt there is life 
there is hope) nothing ' ſhall prevail upon me to expoſe 
them to public view. Nevertheleſs, to ſhew you that I 
could ſtill produce many more examples of the like fort, I 
have tranſcribed the following extract from a Letter lately 
received from a religious friend at W — r. © If you 
« chuſe to produce names, there are two or three ſhock- 
ing inſtances of bad behaviour among the profeſſors of 
perfection here, which I can ſend you an account of, 


and you may uſe my name to ptove the truth of them, 
5 if needful,”” But bn | 


Mon tali auxilio. 


And as I only. introduced the inſtances I have brought, 
in order to convince my friend Mr Fletcher of the impro- 
7 75 of his own Fete in this reſpect, if 1 live to pub- 

iſh another edition of the Review, they ſhall all be in- 
tirely omitted, and the Hox ESV of perſonal vilification 
ſhall be Jeft to. the ſole pen of Mr. Weſley. However, 
with regard to the fact of the perfect Brother being denied 
the ſacrament. by the Rev. Mr M, on account of his 
having been caught in bed with a woman, and that he ſaid 
he went to her to try whether all evil deſire was taken 
away; it is certain that Mr 1d (himſelf) did affirm 
this to be true. Though | muſt do the poor woman the 
Juſtice to ſay, that ſhe leaped out of bed in order to avoid 
the experiment, ran down ſtairs, and locked herſelf up in 
the coal- hole, to which place the perfect Mr W— n 
purſued her, but without effect, for ſhe abſolutely refuſed 


'to hearken to his ſolicitations; perhaps not being able 


to comprehend with him the full meaning of that 1. 
| 0 
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To the pure all things are pure. And as to that preacher 
of perfection who declared that as the Holy Ghoſt 
had deſcended on the Apoſtles in a viſible manner on the 
day of Pentecoſt, in like manner he deſcended on all that 


were converted; the gentleman from whom I had the 
relation, has told me 12 — the publication of your Re- 
marks, that he will very willingly take his oath in your 
preſence, that he heard him ſpeak words to that effect. And 
upon bis remonſtrating with bim, and ſaying,“ Surely you 
« don't mean that the Holy Ghuſt now comes with a 
e mighty ruſhing wind, or appears in a viſible form.” He 
replied, with no ſmall warmth, ** / you deny this, Sir, you 
« blaſpheme again/t the Holy Gh.“ 

You cannot deny (becauſe I have eye and ear- witneſs of 
the fat) that when you adminiſtred the ſacrament to the 
perfect ſociety in Weſt-Street Chapel, the expreſſions 
quoted in the Review, 2d edit. p. 64. were mentioned; and 
that ſome of the congregation then aſſembled, did declare 
that they had heard voices telling them, zhey were all ho- 
lineſs to the Lord, with ſeveral other delufive abſurdities ; 
and yet that you thought theſe perſons very exalted chriſ- 
tians, we may ſuppole by your admitting them to the 
Lord's table, at which time you left the confeſſion of fin 


out of the commuion ſervice; the reaſon of which omiſ- 


ſion was (as I preſumed) becauſe you thought they had no 
fin to confeſs: however, you now give us another reaſon 


3 for it (viz.) that you left it out to ſave time. But I have 


no idea of any man's ſaving time, but in order to devote that 


time to ſome more vſeful-purpoſe ; and yet how can a poor 
as ſinner employ himſelf better than in the confeſſion of his 


ſins? Are you not aware, Sir, that by flying to this mean 
pretext, you are again throwing open the door to licen- 
tiouſneſs; and ferting Antinomianiſm come in full tide upon 
the church? and that the very fame excuſe may be urged 
by every poor careleſs finner upon earth, as a plea for his 
living without private prayer? © do not pray in order 
«© that I may ſave time.” © do not confeſs my fins for the 
ſame; Teaſon” If therefore for the future you ſhould 
chance to be hurried on ſuch an occaſion, let me entreat 
you to fave as much time as you pleaſe by curbing the en- 
thuſtaſtic 'reveries of thoſe who ſee viſions and hear lyin 

voices, telling them they are all holineſs to the Lord; but ne- 


ver think that time unſeaſonably ſpent in which a ſinner is 


humbling his ſoul before God, in penitential confeſſion of 
his iniquities, 2 Oe” | 
| But 


( 12 ) | 
But you aſk (p. 51.) „Is this any objection againſt 


* the exiſtence of that (Per fest) love which they profefled ? 


<< nay, and you verily believe, once enjoyed, though they 
« were afterwards moved from their ſtedfaſtneſs? Good 
Sir, can you not diſcharge a ſingle ſquib at the Calviniſts, 
without firing away at yourſelf? will you never avoid con- 
traditions ? it is but a few pages before that you tell us 
that all that are perfected in love ſhall infallibly perſevere ; and 
here you affirm, that many of thoſe very perſons whom you 
yourſelf allow to have been perfected in love, are moved 


from their fledfaſineſs, and fallen from grace. 


You aſk again (p. 41.) „Is that ſcurilous'hotch-potch, 
«© Mr Hill calls a Farrago, true or falſe?“ Though the 
queſtion ſeems to be put in ſome degree of wrath, I will 
endeavour to anſwer it in much calmneſs: and therefore I 
reply, that if Mr Weſley may be credited, it is all as true as 
the goſpel; part of it being taken out of his own Chriſtian 
library, in the preface to which he tells us, that the con- 
tents are all true, all agreeable to the oracles of God, Part 
out of his extract from John Goodwin's Treatiſe on Juſti- 
fication, which he informs us, in his recommendation pre- 
fixed to the work, is meant as an anſwer to Mr Hervey, 
that it expreſſes his ſentiments ' better than he could do 
himſelf, and that he believes it to contain the real ſcripture 


doctrine.— Part out of Baxter's Aphoriſms, publiſhed by Mr 


Weſley, with a preface in praiſe of the work. —But the 
greateſt part out of his own hymns, fermons and other 


writings, If therefore I believe the Farrago to be falſe, I 
muſt believe Mr Wefley'to be a falſe teacher, ſince every 


here I am reduced to a fort of nonplas, ſince if one column 
of the Farrago be true, the other of neceſſity muſt be falſe. 7 
But if the whole be a ſcurrilſous hotch-patch, (as Mr Weſley 7 
moſt juſtly terms it,) he knows full well ho muſt needs 
be the ſeurrillous hotch-potcher, and therefore that queſtion of | 4 
Mr Weſley, will he defend or retract it ? may well enough 7 


be defended or retracted, 


- 
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fingle word of it is his own, either by birth or by adop- 
tion. If I believe it true, in that caſe J only look upon Mc 
Weſley to be a very-ſelf contradictory inconſiſtent divine, 
therefore of two evils I would chooſe the leaſt: yet even 


be put to himſelf; but it js juſt the ſame to me whether. it 


— 


Bor I find it juſt as eaſy to catch an eel by the tail, as 
to lay hold of M { | 
what quirks, quibbles, and evaſions does this gentleman 
deſcend to, in order to ſhift off his own inconſiſtencies 5 ; 
7 Es ow | 


t. Weſley for one ſingle moment. Oh 
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t *Z how amazing muſt his ſkill be, when out of more than one 
hundred point-blank contradictions which he has publiſh- / 
7 = ed, he can reduce them all to one, by affirming that he is 
not anſwerable for any thing which is exttacted from the 
„ = Chriftian library, from Goodwin, Baxter, nor from his 
- > brother Mr Charles Weſley. But all I deſire is, that the 
s © reader will again turn to the Farrago, where in ſpight of 
1 Z Mr Weſlley's wonderful reconciliating art, he will find 
u that a principal part of the groſs contradictions there ex- 
d 7 hibited, are collected out of his own original works: and as 
co the reſt, he no otherwiſe attempts to get over them, but 
„ at the expence of giving up his brother Charles, Mr Flet- 
e cher, his own Chriftian library, and what he himſelf has 
il 7 publiſhed, prefaced, and recommended with his own name 
1prefixed, as fo many NOTHINGS.—Add to this, that the 
as _ Dedlaration itſelf, which was ſigned at the Conference, by Mr 
mn * Weſley and fifty- three of his preachers, is nearly in the ſame 
1- perdicament, as appears by what Mr Weſley ſays (p. 41.) 
rt that he does not know but it would have been better not to have 
i- ſigned that paper at all. In the firſt place then the minutes 
e- ate eſteemed the ftandard of orthodoxy by Mr Weſley, at 
y, © theconference of 1770. In the year 1771, he ſigns a de- 
do _* claration, acknowledging that theſe minutes are ungarded.— 
re In the year 1772, be publiſhes a book in which he tells us, 
lr be does mot know but it would have been beiter not to have ſigned 
he that paper at all. —W hat may be his opinion of the matter 
er in the cloſe of the year 1773, or in 1774, cannot yet ap- 
, I pear; however, this is certain, that he is alotting an hard 
ery = taſk to Mr Fletcher, who is defending + him through all his 
»p- various revolutions of ſentiment; and hence it is, that each 
Mic 7 defence only makes poor Mr Weſley appear more and more 
ne, = inconſiſtent. For inſtance, Mr Weſley publicly declares 
„en the minutes to be anguarded; Mr Fletcher vindicates them 
mn in every tittle, and attempts to reconcile the minutes and 
lfe. declaration together, Preſently after this, Mr Weſley him- 
fley ſelf appears on the field of battle, and after Mr Fletcher 
eds had ſpent ſo many ladorious hours in trying to patch up 
nof ſome terms-of harmony between the minutes and a- 
ugh tion, he (this ſame Me Weſley) by one unfortunate ſtroke 
er. it of the pen, ſets them once more at loggerheads; for he 
ne tells us, with great-compoſure, that “he does not know 
|, as but it would have been better not to have figned the de- 
Oh! *« claration at all ;“ clearly intimating, that by ſuch a ſtep, 
man he has fixed a different ſenſe upon the minutes from what 
— they orginally bore; e ſe where could have deen the harm | 
ow | 


of 


6140 


of ſigning the declaration, if, according to Mr Fletcher, it 
entirely agreed with the minutes? * 

Oh how changeable and tranſitory are all things here 
below ! one day the minutes and dec aration are, both vin- 
dicated. Another day the former are given up as unguarded, 
and the latter had better not have been ſigned. A third day the 
minutes are guarded enough, and probably a fourth may 
make it manifeſt that the declaration is better ſigned than 
not. in 

A like piece of inſtabilit appears in Me Weſley, rela- 
tive to the doctrines of the M ſtics. "Theſe, he tells us in 
bis preface to the hymns and acred poems, he had once in 
great dent alien, as the beſt explainers of the goſpel of Chrilt ; 
ur he is now convinced that Je therein greatly erred, 
not knowing the ſcriptures, neither the, power of God(l1 ). He 
then tells us that he apprebends the myſtic writers, to la 
another foundation, by eſtabliſhin aur .018 inward 1 


nen, and placing the ground of our. acceptance in our ſelves. 
; » g | 4 Kc. 5191 21 11 
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And becauſe {ſays be) this is an error which, many ſerious 


minds [Mr Veſley and Mr Fletcher among the reſt] are 
e or later txhofed is, be believes. himfelf 4 % 
obliged, in the preſence of God, and angels ar 4 men, to declare 
that be apprehends thoſe writers (the myſt I do not teach the 
truth as it is in Jeſus; yea, that he looks upon them as one 
great antichriſt, and believes their doctrine to be porſonous, 
Baut in his Remarks (p. 28.) he tells us, he retracts. this 
(that the myſtic writers are one great antichrift”) as far 
220 /irong ; but obſerve,” ſays he, I never contradicted 
it till now.“ Nay, he acquieſces in that declaration of 
Mr Fletcher, that Solomon is one'6f the chief of my/tics (K). 
And from his medications in the Norwich eoach (a dreadful 
journey) we may well conclude, that he is now come ſo far 
back to the; ſtarting poſt, that he eſteems theſe, ſame, my- 
flics, whom he lately looked ypon as one great antichra/t, 
and who poiſonous dafirine laid ancther foundation,: to be 
very exalted chriſtians, - | dt, Ali's 

11 tf mie | . Ya Again. 
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(I) How agrees this with what Mr Weſley ſays in his Re- 
marks (p. 89.) That he never was in the way of myſticiſm at all? 
((K) Mr Weſley ſays (p. 28.) that he does not acquieſce in Mr 
Fletcher's affirmation, ) wh Solomon is the chief of myſtics. Why 
then did Mr Weſley let ſuch an expreſſion ſtand, whes he had 

the correction of Mr Fletcher's bock? Is not Mr Wefley here 

| much againſt Mr Fletcher, as at qther times he is againſt 


tht. 
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Again. No leſs than four times ſince the beginning of 
the year 1738, has Mr Weſley varied in his opinion 
whether Ju ification by faith alone is, or is not articulus 


ſtantis vel cadentis ecclehz, the dectrin- by which a church 
flands or falls. In his ſermon on Eph. xi, F. p. 11. ſpeak- 
ing expreſsly on the docttine of ſalvation by faith, he calls 
it the frong roet and foundation of the chriſtian religion. And 
in his diſcourſe on Jer, xxiii. ö. preached in Weſt Street 
Chapel, Nov. 24, 1765, he has theſe words. This is 
« his name whereby he ſhall be called, The Lord our righ- 
* teouſne 5. A truth this which enters deep into the na- 
te ture of chriſtianity, and in a manner ſupports the whole 
« frame of it: of this undoubtedly may be affirmed, what 
« Luther affirms of a truth clearly connected with it, is, 
« articulus flantis vel cadentis eccleſiæ; the chriſtian 
« church ſtands or falls with it. It is certainly the pillar 
« and ground of that faith, or WHICH ALONE COMETH 
«$A LEVATION(L).” How many times he changed his ſen- 
timents relative to this point, till he took his unfortunate 
journey in the Norwich coach [nunguam minus ſolus quam 
cum folus] does not appear : however, it is clear that whilſt 
the Wheels of the machine were performing their revolu- 


tions towards that city, the yentleman within experienced 
= a very extraordinary revolution in his religizus conceptions 3 
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(L) The reader is deſired to take notice; that not only in tlie 
paſſage quoted, but throughout all the ſermon, Mr Weſley 


ſheys the cloſe connection there is between juſtification by farth 
alone, and the imputation of. Chriſt's righteoulnels., For he tells 
us expressly in that ſermon (p., 11.) that © the thing which ad- 
= © mits of no diſpute among xeaſonable men is this. 10 all be- 


« Tievers the nghteoulneſs of Chriſt is imputed; to unbelievers 
„it is not. But when n Mr Welley) is it 7 ? 
© when they believe. In that very hour the rightebufneſs uf 


= © Chaiſt® is theirs. It is imputed to every one that be- 


© lieves, as ſoon as he believes faith and the righteouſmeſs/of 


„ Chriſt are inſeparable; ſor if he believes according w ſerip- 


ture, he believes in the righteouſneſs of Chriſt. There is no 


W © true faith, that is, juſtifying faith, which hath not the righ- 


* teoufneſs of Chriſt for its object.“ Who would have 
thought that after Mr Weſley had taken all theſe pains to 
ſhew the inſoparable connettion between juſtification by faith 
alone, and juſtification by the imputed righteouſneſs of Chriſt, 
he ſhould. not only take the ſame pains, to ſet them at va- 
riance but abſolutely renounce them both. And yet this gen- 
tleman tells us, he is a thorough Calviniſt in the point of 


juſtification; and that he has never altered his opinion on 


that head for theſe eight and twenty years, 


— — —— gn _— 
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Mantis del cadentis eceliſiæ, or, the flrong rock and foundation 


( 16 ) 
for he then began to think it high time to reject that very 
doctrine which he had affirmed in both his ſermons to be 
the flrong rock or foundation of the chriſtian religion, and , by 
which alone came ſalvation ; as ampullas et ſeſquipedalia ver- 
ba, high-flown bombaſt nonſenſe. But if it was rejected in 
the Norwich coach, it was.certainly adopted again when 
he reviſed Mr Fletchet's 1rd check 3 as manifeſtly appears 
by Pp» 101 of that check, where be allows juſtificativn by 
faith to be a fundamental proteflant doctrine, the very 
* doctrine which: Luther called articulus  flantis vel cadentis 
« ecclgſiæ. Nevertheleſs if it was then adopted, it is 
once more rejected in the Remarks p. 24, where, in order 
to reconcile a flat contradiction, we have a moſt wonder- 
ful diſtinction between juſtification by faith, and juſtifica- 
tion by trufling in the merits f Chriſt; as if faith could 
exiſt without truſting in Chriſt; or contrariwiſe, as if 
there could be a truſting in Chriſt without faith. What 
then remains but that the next, that is to ſay, the fifth 
time Mr Weſley alters his opinion on the docttine in queſ- 
tion, he will come back to the principles of his two ſermons 
before- mentioned, and that juſtification: by faith alone, 
mall once more be proclaimed by him to be articulus 


of the chriſtian religion. eee 36, $9%510% 
However, as Mr Weſley ſtill inſiſts upon it that he never 
contradicted himſelf hut once, viz. in the interpretation of 
that text, r groan being burdened (though, by the bye, 
he owns to another plump contradiction, p. 28, concern - 
ing the myſtics) I muſt beg leave to give the Farrago'a 
ſhort review, as alfo to examine whether or no we have 
not a few more contradictions to produce from ſome other 
parts of his own writings ; but before I do this, I muſt ob- 
ſerve that there is very gteat evaſion in Mr Wefley, ſay- 
ing, that though he believes every tract to be true, yet he 
will not be . anſwerable for every ſentence, of /expreſſion in 
the Chriſtian library; whereas the matter by no means 
reſts upon a fer” ſentences or expreſſions, but upon whole 
treatiſes for genie oi together, which are diametrically 
oppoſite” to the prefent tenets of Mr Weſley (unleſs, in- 
deed, he has changed them again fince his. laſt publication) 
particularly the pieces of Doctor Sibbs, Doctor Preſton, 
Biſhop. Beveridge, and Doctor Owen on [indwelling fin. 
But ſuppoſing this plea could be admitted for the rejection 


of ſuch parts of the Chriſtian library as Mr Weſley thinks 


proper, it will ayail nothing for his ſetting aſide what is 
N | quotcd 
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7 ſent abroad into the world with this teſtimony under his 
Zown hand, that he believes it to be real ſcripture- doctrine; 
and that he himſelf could not have expreſſed his ſentiments 
= better than the author. , the Treatiſe has already done it for 
him and therefore L ſay again, that his writing NOTH- 


ff 


ING, NOTHING, NOTHING, againſt theſe extracts, 
"3 only proves that he has NO THING, NOTHING, 
NOTHING to y; and that. he is NOTHING, NOTH- 
If ING, NOIEHING but contradictions from beginning to 
% * end- My *;I ih * * TH N 4 
7 But not leſs ſutile and trifling is the diſtinction he makes, 
p. 15. concerning his approbation of the ſenſe of what he 
bas publiſhed and recommended from John Goodwin and 
Richard Baxter, but not of the language (M). Now what 
does Mr Weſley mean here by the word language. l ſup- 
, he muſt mean the fiile and manner; or elſe the matter 
or dec rine ; theſe being all the parts of every book, Con- 
cerning the former, I have no diſpute with him: whether 
the ſtile and manner be Rift or eaſy, plain or flowery, has 
never once been brought on the carpet. No alternative 
1 ; thetefore remains, but that when Mr Weſley ſays he diſ- 
; * approves of the language or expre{/zen, he diſapproves of the 
£ er or dodtrine. If he denies this, to what will 
be fly? Is he not pinned down by bis own conceſſions ? 
4 ; For what is the uſe of language or expreſſion in writing, but 


* 
r. 


- 


to convey the ſenſe of the writer to the reader? and there- 
Zfore for any man to ſay he gives up the language or expre/- 
liteon of a book, and yet that he appraves the ſenſe, is to 
ſluppoſe, that the author's meaning either never came 
5 Hy by through. 
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> (My Notwithſtanding the great veneration which Mr Weſley: 
= exprelſles for Mr Baxter's Aphoriſms, yet in his Preſervative, 
p- 192 he makes a quotation from that author, which when, 
compared with Mr Weſley's own words, Remarks, p. 26. pro- 
2 ß à very odd ſort of Syllogiſm. Baxter's words are theſe: 
X © No man of bramsDENIETH that man hath a will whach us naturally 
* 25 Mr Weſley thinks this rather too ſtrong; and tells us, that 
* -both he and Mr Fletcher abſolutely nz x natural free-will.” Ergo, 
according to Baxter, neither Mr Weſley nor Mr Fletcher 
"IF have any brains. D146 041 JE” 2 
S Thus is not at all my aſſertion, but muſt unavoidably follow 
from the two foregoing ſentences taken together. 
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through his pen, or if it did, that it was contradicted ay 
ſoon as it 77 on paper; and how then is it poſſible 
for Mr Weſley to approve of that which never tranſpired ? 
At this rate, Mr Fletcher; schecls may all have been writ- 
ten in defence of Calviniſm, though his language, ſentences 
and — — are ſo full of my}tie eien and finleſs perfection. 
Again. What are whole treatifes, dut ſo many ſentences 
and 7 reffions put together ? . if theſe 2 and 
apr oi or any of them be falſe, how can the treatiſe 
which they are contained be true? Sup for 
rice: that Mr Weſley, in his thoughts on a ſimple life, 
had dropped a ſentence or two in defence of matrimony : 
Suppoſe that in his thoughts on the preſet fate of public qm,, 
he had uttered an *xpreſſion or two'in praiſe of Mr Wilkes : 
or that in his teEarife 4 A ine tea-Arinting, he had ſpoken a 
ey of that bee: Suppoſe that in 
his letter of advice concerning wifey he had only once preſſed 
the neceſſity of wearing a long pair of ruſſtes; how could he 
then have frid that he believed thoſe treatiſes to be all true? 
Much leſs then can be think any treatiſe to be all true, in 
whichhis favorite doctrine of perfection is only once de- 
nied, or in which his deteſted doctrine of imputed Righte- 
ouſneſs is only once aſſerted.— As Mr Weſley is remarkably 
fond of intereſting himſelf in national affairs, what if he 


were to recommend, preface. and pub two tracts of 


different authors. in one of which it was peremptotily aſ- 
ſerted, that the Queen of Denmark Was undoubtedly inne- 
cent of the infiiHous* charge brought againſt her; and in 
the other her putt was abſolutely maintained ; could theſe 
two treatiſes be both true, when ſo contrary one to the 
other in ſo important a point ? How then can Mr Weſley 
publiſh,” preface,” and recommend two treatifes, in one of 


whicthe poſitively" aſſerts, and in the other as poſitively 


denies;-the imputation of Adam's fin and of ChriſF's Righ- 
teduſneſs; 480 

traditions by mtg that he believes each treatiſe to be true, 
bur not each Jentence or expreſſion; and that be approves the 
ſenſe, but nit the language of both : whereas it is intireſy 
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then pretend to reconcile ſuch ſtrange con- 5 


owing to the expreſſums, ſentences, and” language, chat the | 


of thoſe treatiſes is ſo exceedingly ND > as A 
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the : following columns moſt clearly e 
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4 a . ST * 9 
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3 = imputed, 


A; Adam's firſt unrighte- 
5 ouſneſs, the fcſt ſin he com- 
| © mitted, is communicated to 
"hy men, and made theirs by 
Te | | imputation ; and not only ſo, 
but, by iaberency alſo, (for it 
4 bath bred in them original 
$ ſin z) after. the, ſame manner 
Xx the. righteouſneſs that Chriſt 
* wrought. Op ooh im- 
Pee 


1 * 2 
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Ay. 00. 


9 ng will go. further Rill ; 

x. 1 tet —_— recomm 

of De: wen, ( 
yin in doo ths” 


own Ohriſtian library, and 


Fe Mr Weſley (pardon a 


* U 
'Y 4 


— 


IX. p. 230. 


Tie Teide v to ** all]. 


That both Adam's ſin and| 
| Chrift's eee are 


That neither Adam's ſin 
not Chriſt's en 
are imputed. 


. The Scripture. .1 no. where. 
[affirms either_the.imputation 
ſof Adam's ſin to his poſte- 
rity, or of the righteouſneſs 
[of Chriſt to thoſe. that be- 
lieve. Either to ſay, that 
the righteouſneſs of Chriſt is 
imputed to his poſterity. of 
believers, or the ſin of Adam 
Ito his, are both expreſſions 
unknown to the Holy Ghoſt 
in the ſcriptures. There is 
neither word, nor ſyllable, 
nor leiter, nor tittle of any 
ſuch thing to be found there. 
\ Treatiſe. on Juſtification, 


| P · 101, 103. 


This. I believe to be the 
real Scripture doctrine. 
* r us efley's recommendatory 
ef. 19 Gaogunn agα¹ñ 
Toi by the. im- 
2 Kea ＋ 


24 a9 --” 


— 


1 * 


n: 


7 ang. ' bly Mr Welley. has 
ended and ſold ſome treatiſes 


ticularly that excellent tract on indiuelling 


ap. Beveridge, ,2r Preſton, and Dr 
bbs, let him only bring me twenty, lines 
J 88 writings of thoſe eminent divines, as they ſtand in his 


together out of. 
grave that he 


| I as.twenty times contradicted them in ſame other of his 
publications. N ay 1 muſt go one ſtep further yet, for I 


favourite expreſſion of Mr 


C letcher) to bring me twenty lines out of the above tracts 
| Owen, Beveridge, Sibbs or Preſton, which he nou | 
Ppelieves, though when he firſt publiſhed their works he 
told the world, that they contained the pure gold Wes be. 
5⁴⁴⅜ e from baſer mixtures. 


mM 4 
Cl - 


We 


(2 


We will alſo bring the matter to a ſhort iſſue with re- 
gard to Good win's treatiſe 2 W by the im- 


puted Righteouſneſs of Chtifſt. Does Mr Weſley believe 
the doctrine therein contained, or does he not ? f he does 
not, why did he reviſe,* recommend and publiſh the book ? 
If he does; why has he fo often contradicted it, 28 well in 
his own fermion on Jer. xxiii, 6, as in the before- named 
pieces publiſhed i in his Chriſtian library? and what does be 
mean by allowing in his late Remarks, p. 16. that the 
mediatorjal Righteouſneſs of the God- man Jeſus 0 hn. 
imputed to the believer for Juſtification ? for though 
Weſley. has, with his uſual cunning, 105 ed. th gerd 
imputation out of what he Has quoted fro Jl 00 
2d edit. p. 123, 124, note, yet if this be not 12 meaning, 
my charge there brought ſtill ſtands out againſt him. 

But Mr Wefley again infiſts upon it that Mr Madan, 
Mr Romaine and Me bs J believed and preached 
the doctrine of his ſermon. on Jer. xxiii, 6; 80 ppoſing 
this true; do they "believe whit he has publiſhed and_re- 
commended den Goodwin? He knows they do. not. 
Therefore Mr Weſley is defir d to joform the world, whe- 
ther he will henceforth abide by k bis own. lermon,. or, by 


John Goodwin, ſince they cannot both off them N — 827 AF 


the reel Jeripture- doftrine (5). — But to the de, > 


v1 


THE gg quotation} whi non iſ of 98 ve 
an 


= everlaſtihy which, 
in his Chriſtian Tibrary, vol. XLVII. p. 53, 62, ke” affirms 
was made between uſt Father and the San for, man's re- 
demption; though in his ret to Mr: Hervey e tells Is Ss, 
that he believes" Bere never u Tac Erbsen, 77 

his Remarks, p. 12. he GS that ehe believes: A 

«0 640 did beſſeve the latter, MY vis. that there nie e 
| uch Coveriant) ſince he could read the Bible,” 


Fartago is ee] 


.N Oo Fir e 2A04Upq | [9033 EI OLIN 
— 4 . | SAL Q 7! ia ict 1101 L282 2911 0 . 2 


wy As Me Willey has been pleaſed to tbrhind me; thitY bare I 


Wende Salle pate from hence I have made n 


erthebeſs, in His cen 'arihivtatio\s pon the Bi dle, G Go. b. 


2 * 
7% . 
At 
* — 


walons from Gogd uin, I beg te acquaint hir that f have E. 
Ee ares? obs Reviza); (in caſe it ſhould be called | 


Te el cy, will ſec from thenge, that it was not owing. to any 
defi J had of f kreening my dude * they were all 
made Wich the greateſt 'exattnels)' but wholl 


e L have taken particular care in this matter: and 7 


o inattent; on, 


1 — _ particular page of the 


book in queſtion, 


Y 1 
. . he ehe we Elin THE COVENANT. GOD, 


Father, Son, and Holy | Ghoſt. [S9 then, according to 


25 Mr Welley, the perſons in the Trinity were in Covenant 
„ s yet there, never was any Covenant between them 
n And more Particularly i in his note on Iſai. Iv. 4. ſpeaking 


3 = expteſsly on the. Covenant made between God and David, 
2 he ſays, THis DAVID is CHRIST, 


be The only, poſſible. concluſion therefore to be drawn from 
he this defence of Mr Weſley i is, that he became a Commenta- 
1 4 tor upon the Bible, fte he could read the Bible. 

rd ol us, next defence js on the points of election and per- 
W ſeverence ; ; and, to adopt his own expreſſion, it hobbles, on 
82 both feet. Iſt, As being full of contradiction. F 2dly, As 
0 4 7 his brother 3 in the lurch. | 

wm, a 1 11 then, under this, head he tells us, that by theſe 
ed eminent) 4 . the ele, who ſhall infallibiy — be 
nz means th 7 10 at are pe rfefted in love: whereas (p. 51.) he 
. | tn bat be baits ſeveral perſons who turned out to 
ot. 


be nötorious apokates 15 only profe offea, but attually en- 
he- j Jayed this. perfection. of ove; no exception being made 
2 even againſt G—e himſelf, _ _ 


an But ſeyeral of the quotations from. the Farrago. on this 
vil = head, ate taken from ſome h ymns of Mr Charles Welley, 
nl. | 3 for whic L. John ſays h "will not be anſwerable; 

_ Ih ut. 11 low can, * obn Weſley anſwer it to his 
ch, Y con ſelence, to write ED and recommendations, with 
bis on name prefixed, to, any Hum, r collection of 


155 3 © by which. he does not clieve? 2 SR WA 

5 | 903 ow is the. congregation. to know which are true, 

. * | indy ich wh falſe, fince Mr Weſley's hymns, and his 
* broth 10 are bound up together promiſcuduſly? 


199 11 


ö as -3dly, Can it be other wiſe,, but IM, if ſome. of. theſe 
3h 3Z © hymns mai 2 election and per ſeverance,.. 4055 others 
152 8 deny thoſe 90 Etrines, the people muſt frequently ſing lies, 
as two oppoſites cannot both be true? 
"my Athly, It Mr Charles's hymas are EET by Mr 
Rb *. n on account of their Calviniſm, what ſort, of ah ally 
Pre- * is he likely to make Mr John, in fighting the Calviniſts ? 
ned Will not all Mr e ene mor wy ww 


Mr Charles? 
Mr Welley ſays 1 in- 8 hymns, 


L ; 1 9 35 "3 { 


From all eternity with love. 


Unchangeable, thou haſt me view'd. 
0 I believe 


- 42 22 ) 

[ np (ſays Mr Weſley) this is true on the ſuppoſi- 
tion of faith algen, not 6therwiſe. e. 

Think 1 fo, Sir: but how could C od foreſee" this 
faith, unleſs he were determined to give it? Forely you 
won't deny that tive Faith is the gift of God, and the 

work of his Spirit in the heart. 

If the King of England gives the Queen a jewel, I 
ſuppoſe it is decauſe he has let his love upon her, and eſ- 
pouſed her to himſelf; but he does not give her the jewel 
that he may ſet his love upon her; nor does he refolye that 
ſhe ſhould ſhare his crown with him, becauſe he foreſaw 
ſhe would be in poſſeſſion of any pearl which be had 
in his own keeping, for be muſt know full well ſhe ne- 
ver could | have come to the poſſeſſion of it, upleſs bis 
own free bounty determined to beſtow it on her. For, tio 
uſe the words of the incomparable Biſhop Davenant: (who 
lived in the time of James the firſt): << Predeſtination be- 
„ing an immanent and eternal act of the divine under- 
« {tanding and will, cannot be conceived as dependent 
upon any foreſeen temporal acts of man 's free-will. A 
prime and eternal cauſe cannot depend on... the. ſelf-ſame 
temporal effects, which are thereby cauſed. If predeſ- 
e tination be the ptime eternal ak from wiience Peter” $ 
faith, repentahce, and perſeverance were derived, his 
e farefeen faith, repentance, and e cangot i in 
« any good ſenſe be imagined antecedent caufes, merits, 
* Sangtioss, or motives, unto. the divine oredeftination,” 

Dat. an God's live to mankind, ... 

In Vike. manner the, Aſl;mbly of divipes, affirm, that 
„God hath, choſen the elect in Chriſt uato everlaſting 

glory. out. of his mere free grace and love, without, any 
foreſight of faith, good Works, Kc. — But 1 only bring 
theſe two quotations, becauſe Mr. Fletcher has aſſerted, 
in direc} oppoſition to plain matter of fact, that the, old 
Biſhops, of, 0 church, together” with the mi {tude of pit ftr 
Divines iu t a laft cen tury V, ate on. the fide of the doQripes 
hed; by 22 SE tonclude the point in hand, with 
obſerving, that c "onl difference between Mr elle And 

W's matter, i, that Mr w eſſey thinks 7 
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the, word of God 1 In th 
faith” is the cauſe of a man's being ordained to eternal” life. 
Whereas the ſcripture aſſerts, that they only believe {or 


have faith given them) who are fuſt ordained” to eternal 
life, Acts xili. A 3 bn £4245 An 1 Das SLILTEESL ITT 175 


* * 1 * 


COME-we now to the inicle of megane righteouſneſs. 
Bleſſed 


8 7 
25220 1 — — 


\ = v7v7 
1 
7 
j 1 Fi 
* 


1 Hete | is no ran, ſays Mr W eſley (p 15.) 1 


togeibet, juſt tantamount to this. 


"= main in their darkneſs. 


F 
$ This docttine (of the im- 


dos” 


( 23 ) 


Bleſſed” be "God; we ate] For Chriſt's ſake, and for 


not among thoſe wbo are ſo the ſake of the immortal ſouls | 
2 in their conceptions and which he hath purchaſed 


xpreſſions. We no more with his blood, do not diſ- 


YA deny the. phraſe (of imputed pute for that particular phraſe, 
We becauſe.) than the thing 


the imputed et of 

Chriſt. | 

Mr IVelty's  Preſernative 
againſt unſettled Nations 

in Religion, p. 212. 


I eſley's Serm. on 7 | 
Xx. 0. | E 
| 


* don't deny it, yet I dare not diſpute for it.“ —Burt if, 
a8 vou tay, all are dark in their conceptions, who deny that 
phraſe; how came you to beſeech Mr Hervey for Chriſt's 
Fake, hot to diſpute for it? Are not your words, when taken 
&« I, John Weſley, do 
„ firmly believe that all thoſe who deny imputed rightecuf- 
4 neſs, whether the phraſe, or the thing, are dark in their 
% "conceptions; and yet 1 beſeech Mr Hervey for Chriſt's 

© ſake, not to difpute for either; but, ar the ſate of their 
«c immortal ſouls, to let theſe poor benighted creatures re- 
— Since we are on the ſubject 
of Park chnceptions; and fince Mr Weſley blefies God for 


enlig n mind to receive the doQrine, and to adopt 


the phrafe o imputed righteoufneſs, | muſt beg leave to 
take another peep into the Norwrch coach, and to aſk him 
Show the ſolitary divine that rode in it on Fueſday, Dec. 


. 1767, came to think that clear conceptions of the doc- 


Arine of "imputed righteouſneſs were ſo very unneceſſary, 


end the phraſe itſelf ſo abſolutely uſeleſs,” after having ſo 
Feet Jamented the 4 conceptions of thoſe who rejected 


he term and the thing.-—So much for clear and dark con- 


| eptions, =0 rare Logica Welleienſis! 12 


The uſe of that teim (he 


puted tightequſneſs of Chriſt j imputed righteouſneſs of 


1 have conſtantly believed Chriſt) is not feriptural, is. 
and taught for near eight not neceſſaty, it has done 
and twenty years. | 


| immenſe hurt. | 
Prefervative, P. 212. 


Serm. 0n Jer. xxili. 6. 


elt has done immenſe hurt, ſays Mr Weſlev (p. 15 3 


c but here i is no contradiction?” Whether there be or not, 
I | there is a plain coneeſſion from Mr Weſley himſelf, that 


C2 | be 


( 24 ) 


he has been, preaching a defrine. for eight, and tipenty years 
together, which has, done, immenſe hurt... _ 

And if the term be,un/criptural and unneceſſary, I beg to 
remind Mr Welley, that he uſes it in many of his hymns, 
as alſo in his notes on the New, Teſtament; and, to bring 
no more inſtances, at leaſt twenty times in his ſermon on 
Jer, xxiii. 6. So that if he himſelf may be eredited, he 
ſings, preaches, and makes annotations which are unne- 


ceſſary, and unſcriptural. 


1 always did, and do ftill] Where is the uſe of con- 
continually affirm, that the tending ſo ftrenuouſly for 
righteouſneſs of Chriſt is im- the imputation of Chriſt's 
puted to every believer, | righteouſneſs ? bs 
Serm. on Jer. xxiii. 6. O ley aſide thoſe queſtion- 

? able dangerous expreſſions. 

Preſervative, p. 213, 277. 
Mr Weſley aſks where is the contradiftion ? call it a 
contradiction, or an inconſiſteney, or what you pleaſe; 
the two columns together produce the following conclu- 
ſion, viz. That Mr Weſley always did, and does fill | affirm 
that to be true, which, nevertheleſs, he thinks-there is no 
uſe in contending for; yea, which he believes. to be gue/izon- 
able, dangerous doctrine, —O rare Logica Weſleienſis! 


4 


That expreſſion, imput- |; This is fully conſiſtent 
ing the | righteouſneſs, of with our being juſtified thro? 
Chriſt, I dare not inſiſt up- the imputation of Chriſt's 
on, becauſe I cannot find it righteouſneſs. 
in the Bible. 8 Me Weſheys Notes on the 

Ari Weſley's Thoughts on New Teſtament, Rom, 

Theſe two taken together produce the following con- 
cluſion, viz. That it is perfectly conſiſtent to ſay, that we 
are juſtified by that which cannot be found in the Bible, 


CITY. 337 


I frequently uſe the ek] We are agreed as to the 
preſſion in queſtion, imputed meaning, but not as to the 
righteouſneſs, and often put expreſſion, the imputing the 
this and the like expreſſions [righteouſneſs of Chriſt, which 
into the mouth of a whole|I ſill fay, I dare not inſiſt 
congregation. ., [|upon, neither require any to 

Serm. on Fer. xxiii. 6, uſe. 1 
ITI Thoughts on imputed Righ- 
1 teouſneſs. 10 2111 f 


« Here 


- a , , * ” 
ba _ 1 Rr l Shes S A g * — » 
— "ER 2 22798700 /d * 9m» A. rg} vi R PBL © þ 122 n N 4 F $a OE i « 2 4 l Oo . as L 2 Wo . . . 
. 2 3 3 7 4 4 WE 4 * 1 4 f * „ + LA ore = - * „ Et „ . 1 ES - J f * * 3 
ot, * 2 FS . TTL 7 WR” 2 3 n 12. 1 12 FO "oa Fs =P 7, 5 4 1 1 * per Y 2 % *. a 3 "a IE the "I © 4 z . dry? . 5 * 1 „ FE EY 
q TV 3 r "Ys 1 * r - . _ 4 — r RY © 4% q . wot . * I a v r 7959 — . 

YT. LET I 1 ' e AT | . Li, #* i, © EE N. [Sf | Ri TL oY nd. as * o N iiur — 2 p 1 44 . M f J — ys 5 1 . —% 

5 1 SEES > 4 uw Ye" * . | Kant n a; = N 1 # . * a Tn by” W —_ * 7 * W n *. EOS 4 * pms 89 Ss Ia % * * 
4 N 8 F ; Vs > . 2 1 * * EST ©: | | * N 4 r = r 2 * "I + 

C . bs a * "by . CY "My N r / "x d k : . : 2 : 
- 4 0 * ö . l 5g 2 2 * $ N 1 5 2 N a 


2 90999 


WV” ISP. WW ee 


1 ( 25. ). | 

* « Here, (ſays Mr Weſley, p. 15, 16.) is no contradiction. 
„ ſing an bymn where it occurs, but 1 don't requice 
„ any to, uſe it; every one in the congregation may uſe 


9 


. it! ot let it Mee“! | | 
However, the concluſions deducible from theſe two 
columns are. | 
* 1ſt, That Mr Weſley gives out and ſings ſuch doctrines 
FZhimlſclf, as he dares not require any others to believe or | uſe. 
*Z Conſequently, (though the congregation may be very 
L numerous, ) Mr John is not to wonder if be often lings 1 


224 ly, That a whole congregation may have words in 
their mouths, and yet may be all ſilent, | 

> Wil Mr Weſley-be ingenuous enough to tell me.whe- 
ther be did not write this when he was Jaſt in à certain 
1 country which abounds with craſſa ingenia © 

: 8 14 3%. - 10 E199 

2 They to M hom the righ- The nice metaphyſical 
teoufnefs of Chriſt is im- | doctrine. of imputed righte- 
puted (I mean who truly be- oufneſs, leads not to repen- 
lie ve) Nate made righteous tance, but to licentiouſneſs.— 


wherein they were created, lineſs, it makes them ſatiſ- 
in righteouſneſs and true ho- fied without any holineſs at 

isa all. N | f . 
Serm. on Jer. xxiii. 6. Preſervative, p. 212, 215. 


— 
* © 
* 


© | have 


m— »— — 


N) Theſe words { I mean, who truly believe] are put in 
by Mr Welley, and the latter part of the quotation is artfully 
>> left out. It ſhould; ſeem by the interpolation, chat he again 
means to make a diſtinction between faith in Chriſt, and faith 
in the r:ghteouſnels of Chriſt ; but how is this reconcilahle 
with that aſſertion in his ſermon, on the Lord our righteoufneys, 
(viz.) that tiere is no true faith, i. e. juftafying faith, which hath 
* not the righteouſneſs of Chriſt for its ohect. And how, again is this 
latter detlaration Teconcilable with what he ſays in the Trea- 
tiſe on Juſtification, © Thet the righteoſnefs of CH, is not the 
object of Faith" as juſhiſying.” And yet wonderful as it may ap- 
pear, he ablolutely refers us to this very Treatiſe, in the ſer- 
mon before mentioned; to prove the harmony of the one 
with the other, | 3 N ; | 
N C 4 


( 26 ) 
c] have known a thouſand inſtances of this, Tay s Mr 
Weſley, ** and. yet they (who truly believe in Chriſt)” his 
own words as quoted by me, are -** they to whom the Righ- 
* teouſneſs af Chriſ is imputed,” © are made righteous by 
the Spirit of Chriſt ; are renewed in the image of God, 
« after the likeneſs wherein they were created, in righ- 
« teouſneſs and true holineſs,” —<© Where js the contra- 
diction, ſays Mr Weſfle;, between theſe Propoſitions,” — 
Truly the contradiction is juſt this; that the doctrine of 
imputed Righteouſneſs, makes thoſe who believe it both 
holy and. unholy, 


Without going through any more of the quotations on 
imputed Righteouſneſs, which, whoſoever will turn to the 
Review will find equally contradiftory, no:withſtandin 
all Mr Weſley's pains and evaſions to reconcile them, I 
muſt obſerve, that he winds up this point of imputed Righ- 
teouſneſs (p 20.) with a reſolution which aftoniſhes me, 
if poſſible, beyond all his other ſtrange aſſertions ; it is, 
e that he will never more uſe the phraſe imputed Righte- 
« ouſneſs, unleſs it occur in an hymn, or ſteal upon him 
«© unawares.“ And “ that he will adviſe all his brethren, 
„ who are in connection with him, throughout the three 
% kingdoms, to lay aſide that ambiguous unſcriptural 

«© eee 

Dear Sir, what a determination is this, after having ſo 
lately publiſhed your reconciliating ſermon on Jer. xxiii, 6. 
throughout which you not only make uſe of the phraſe in 
queſtion (imputed Righteouſneſs) again, again, and again, 
but frequently give us to underſtand, that there is no diffe- 
rence in ſentiment between you and others who adopt the 
term. However Mr Weſley is not abſolute in his determi- 
nation. There is yet a ſalvo. He will not uſe the phraſe, unleſs 
it occur in an hymn, or Real upon him unawares; ſo that we 
may flatter ourſelves. that it will at length /eal into favor 
again, and that Mr Weſley and imputed Righteouſneſs will 
ſome time or other be upon as amicable terms as ever they 
were. 


LET us now proceed to Mr Weſley's aſſertions on ſin- 
leſs perfection. 

Under this head Mr Charles Weſley is again left to ſhift 
for bimſelf, and ſeveral of his hymns, though prefaced by 
Mr John, with their joint names prefixed, are given-up-as 


what he does not ſubſcribe to; and therefore (fays. Mr Weſley, 


p. * J 77 Jeme of them contradi? ethers, it does not * 
that 


„ ne. e — wu o< = — wy 


wah © may 
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8 
you both, the people are forced to ſing contradictions. 


adult believers, who being perfected in love, "have not in them 
= wo contrary principles, nature and grace. No fin, not fo 
= much as the bring of it.” Not one finful "thought or teniper. 
V prine. No jelf-will. Ny wandering thoughts. Ns car- 
nal mind. No evil motion Nowrefliing with fleſh and blood. 
But poſieſs Chrift in a pure and ſinleſi heart (O)7ꝛ 
* Iris not my buſineſs here to reaſon with Mr Weſley con- 
cerning this delufive dream of ſinleſs perfection; but as he 
charges. me with unfairneſs in bringing two quotations 
from his ſermon on Eph. xi. 1. the one to prove that in- 
= firmities are /ins, the other to prove that they are not fins ; 
= and urges in his behalf that the words I have cited, were, 
= by my own acknowledgment, omitted in a former edition 
of the ſermon ; I will readily own that they were ſo: but 
= they have fince been put in again in a later edition; there- 
Z fore Mr Weſley having firſt inſerted them, and then omit- 
= ted them, and having afterwards inſerted them again, 
plwainly proves that he repented of ſtriking them out; and 
more than had before appeared. — Wherein then conſiſted 
= the unfairneſs of my quotation, when 1 took it from the 
Jllaſt edition of the ſermon ? Methinks, Sir, you are as 
= inconſiſtent in your cenſures, as in vour doctrines. Here 
= you blame me for quoting the % edition of a ſermon, 
= whereas (p 29.) you call me to account for quoting the 
== fr/t edition of your notes on the New Teftament, concern- 
ing Enoch and Elijah, each of wham you have ſo learnedly 
= proved, by a peculiar rule of Poundery logie, to be both in 
NE INT ICT TR. TSS TD ATR 50 

However, ſince Mr Weſley chooſes to harp upon this 
* ftiing, I muſt now inform the reader that even in the very 
; quotation in queftion, he bath both. ſtruck out ſome words, 
and put in others, which are not to be found in the ſermon, 
in order to reconcile the contradictions ; and yet even this 
fy | | will 


. 


9 0 


8 I have not here quoted one expreſſion Which M r Weſley 
as there are no names 1 to the hymns from which't 
are taken, but thoſe of J. and C. Weſley. If this deſcription 


vaſſed at Mr Weſley's Conferences, whether u believer micht not be in 
Juch'a ftate, as not to need the blood or interceſſon f Chriſt? or, to 
Have no occaſion to pray for the pardon of fin ? 

- ; X ' 


Here we have alſo a pdfticular deſcriprion of Mr Weſley's 


attributes to his brother, conſequently they muſt all be his own, 


2 


be a true one, ho can wonder that it hould have bet can. 


1 


at I contrai® nyſalf. Rut ſtill it proves that between 


that he has altered his opinion concerning that paſſage once 


( 28 ) 
will not anſwer his purpoſe. The-words expunged by Mr 
Weſley, from my quotation out of his ſermon on E ph. xi. 8. 
(where he is expreſsly ſpeaking of his adult belizvers) are the 
following. [If we ſay we have no fin Now REMAINING, 
we deceive ourſelves.] Now by putting this and the next 
ſentence in one column, and ſome other of his own and 
Mr Charles's words, relative to adult believers, in another 
column, we ſhall ſee what they will make. # 


now remaining, we deceive] fleſh remain. | 


If we ſay we have no ſin Sin ſhall not always in our 
ourſelves. aſh 
Many infirmities do re- He that is born of God 
main. ſinneth not by infirmities. 


thought (G. 
Serm. on Epb. xi. 8. 
No wrinkle of infirmity. 
| no ſpot of fin remains (Q. 


1 6 | | | uc 201) © 

Immediately. after this Mr Weſley makes a diſtinction 
between proper and improper ſins, the latter of which he 
ſtill calls by the name of infirmities, and gives his reaſon 
for impoſing on them this ſoft epithet, (viz.) “ that he 
« may not ſeem to give any countenance to ſin, or to ex- 
<< tenuate it in any degree.” Now, from Mr Weſley's 
extraordinary AiftinRtion, it is plain he thinks there ate 


certain improper tranſgreſſions ot the Law which are not 


ſins; and that there is a medium between breaking the 
law and keeping it. This medium he calls infirmity. Now 
let every one judge whether Mr Weſley does not give coun- 
tenance to ſin, and extenuate it too, by not allowing it to 
be a proper tranſgreſſion of the Law e | 

P. 32. 


% 0 2 #7 * 
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(P) Theſe words Mr Weſley has alſo left out of the quotation, 
though they ſtand in his own ſermon, 


1180 Mr Weſley tells us (p. 82.) that this is an expreſſion of 6 


brother's, which he does not ſubſcribe to; but for my life I ean- 
not ſplit the hair between this quotation from Mr Charles's hymn, 


and that from Mr. John's ſermon, which ſtands immediately 
above it: and therefore I do. not ſee how he can deſert his 


brother here, without deſerting himſelf. 


[Whether in act, word or 


&c: 


A my Brother's (ſays'Mr John) 
which 1 do not ſubſcribe to. 


= cannot. 


one evil thought can riſe, 


| Y but he took the words in too 
= highaſenſe. 


P. 32. J aten, 


This is alſo an expreſſion of 


( 29 ) 


We wreſtle-not with fleſh | 


and blood. g 3D 


This Mr Jchn allows 
to be his own. 


Now where is the difference between the expreſſion in 


A gain, I never ſaid, While 


T am not born again, 
My Brother ſaid fo once, 


Mr Wefley's Remarks, p. 31. 


one column which Mr John dyes not ſubſcribe to, and that 
in the oppoſite column, of which he grants himſelf to be 
the author ? | ſtill aſk, can you ſplit this hair? I doubt I 
* Therefore what. are Mr John and Mr Charles 
= Welley diſputing about? I fear about words : eſpecially as 
Mr John has told us (p. 31.) that neither he nor his Bro- 
= ther ſuppoſe any ſuch thing as that the mit advanced believers 
are deeply ſenſible of their impurity.” And that the perpe- 
= tual war which he ſpeaks of in his note on Epb. vi. 13. is 
= a war with principalities and powers, but not with fleſh and 
Filed. But whoſoever will turn to the note in queſtion, if 
bis words have any meaning or connection, will certainly 
bo of a different opinion. Either way Mr John is tuck faſt 
2 ] For in his Remarks he contradicts his Bro- 
= ther; in his Anntarions he contradicts himſelf; and in his 

mn he contradicts both his brother and bimſelf. < 


Our bleſſed Lord had no 
evil or ſinful thoughts, nor 
indeed was capable of having 
any; and hence it follows, 
that neither have real chriſ- 
tians. Therefore if he was free 
from evil or ſinful thoughts, 
ſo are they likewiſe. 

Mr John Weſley's Serm. on 

Phil. iii. 12. 

Again, Chriſtians are now 

in ſuch ſenſe perfect as to be 


freed from evil thoughts. 
Ibid. 


Now as Mr Weſley (p. 30, 31.) has evaded ſeveral of 
the like contradictions by ſaying “true, adult believers, 
« Feathers in Chriſt, have no evil thoughts; no evil tempers ; 
*©-29-wanderings in prayer; no indwelling ſin ; no wreſtlin 


5 2oit 


— e ˙ 


40 things; i muſt therefore beg leave to aſk him, if every 


« with fleſh and blood; no ſenſibility of their impurity ; 7 
«© whereas infant believers, babes in Chriſt, have all theſe 


babe in 2 be not a chriſtian, yea, a real chriſtian, and 
zorn again of the Spirit? If he ſays yes, then he affirms, 
that even inſant believers cannot have a finful thought; if 
he ſays no, and denies that a babe in Chriſt is a real chri/ttan 
and born again, then he as flatly contradicts two Apoſtles, 
as ever he contradicted himſelf; for St John writes to his 
little children, (infants or babes in Chriſt, as ſtanding in 
contradiſtinction to the young men and fathers mentioned 
in the former verſe) as having their fins forgiven them for 
his name's ſake, 1 John ii. 12, &c. See allo 1 Pet. ii. 2. 
where the apoſtle's new-born babes are the ſame as in the 
foregoing chapter, ver. 23. he addreſſes as being born again, 
not of corruptible ſeed, but of {ncarruplebile, by the, word of = nl 
God which enduret for ever. e. 
But Mr Weſley has taken the liberty of altering. the = th 
words real chriſlians, which is the expreſſion in his own af 


ſermon, as well as in my quotation from it, and of put: it 
ting the words adult belicvers in the ſtead; as allo to a it 
the word adult before chriſtians, in the latter Paptic of the 8 h 
citation, h 1 Jl re 


I ſhould not think of giving myſelf the. trouble of mak- | : 
ing any other Farrago than what has already appeared in 
the Review, if Mr Weſley had not defied me to produce I h 
any more contradictions out of his own writings 3 upon © 
which account, I muſt now beg to treat him with two. b 
direct contrary interpretations of the ſame text, which 4 
he has A rl us in two of his own ſermons. 


* 0 


o 


( 31 ) 


S114 


John v. 180 Moſt enpveſt 

Care the words of St John. 

Waẽ know that whatſoever is 
1 born of God, ſinneth not. 


Indeed ſit is ſaid, this means 


5 Y oaly.\/he doth not commit ſin 
Z wiLFULLY. 


ſin 'HABITUALLY. 
But by whom is this ſaid ? | 
dy St John? No. There is 
e word in the text; 


it. And if any man can prove 
it from the word of God, let 
dim bring forth his ſtrong 
; 1 reaſons. 

I Mr Meſtey's Sermon on 
: {Methinks Mr Weſley is 
k hete a little too warm; 'how- 
> ever, ood Mordecai will not 
| 7 be backward to anſwer him 
1 in the oppoſite column. . 


4 ſin.“ 


X dtmnation at all. 


Or be doth not commit 


nor in the whole chapter; 
ndr in any part of his writ- 
2 © ings whatſoever. Why then 
the beſt way to anſwer a bold 
eon, is ſimply to deny 


Phil. iii. 12. | 


Jobn v. 18. The Apoſtle 
John declares, that whatſo- 
ever is born of God, ſinneth 


not. 


ist, By any HABITUAL 
ſin. Nor, 


2dly, By any WILFUL 


in. 


Mr W:fley's Sermon on 
Eph. ii. 8. 


[As I do not chooſe to 
interfere between two ſuch 
intimate friends, I leave it 
to others to determine which 
{of them has the beſt of the 
argument. ] 


IF 


ö 


the popiſh church; ſince all 


| Wes 


Vo evade the whole of your unſcriptural aſſertion about 
= /ons of ſurprize, by ſaying “ that there is more or leſs con- 
1 „ demnation, as our will is 
4 I do not deny this; but your words, quoted in 
the Review, 2d edit. p. 117, 118.*convey a very different 
idea, (viz.) that there are ſome fins from which we can- 
not ſay whether a ſoul is or is not brought under con- 
You therefore pals over the argu- 
ment, and only anſwer a queſtion which was never ſtarted. 
Bx NOR I quit the ſubject of Perſection, I cannot help ex- 
pteſſing my aſtoniſhment that Mr Weſley ſhould deny that 
his tenets on that point exactly harmonize with thoſe of 
the decrees, books, ſermons, , 
Ke. that have ever been publiſhed by the Romiſh Clergy, 
X prove this matter beyond a 


or is not concerned in any 


doubt. 
Alexander 


How ever take what, 


— 


(_3n 3 


mired by all parties, ſays on this head in his View gf all 

Religions, p. 430, 431. th edit. ane 

„Concerning good works, they (the Papiſts) teach, 
that the good works of Juſt men are abſolutely juſt, and 
in a manner PERFECT. That a juſt man may fulk! 


60 

40 ; 
„the Law. That a man is juſtified by works, not in 
de the firſt but in the ſecond juſtification ; yet not with- 


« out the help of grace.“ ; 
That concupiſcence and ignorance are only infirmities,” 
| | Roſs. 

I am glad you object to the teſtimonies of Lines and 
Andradius (the latter of whom you ſay (p. 46.) for ought 
you know, might have ſerved as an Interpreter at the 
Council of Trent) as it gives me an opportunity of refer- 
ring you to a moſt excellent and evangelical work of the 
late Mr Hervey, (which I would by all means adviſe you 
to purchaſe; and to place among your choiceſt collection 
of books,) intitled, Eleven Letters to the Rev. Mr John Weſley, 
where you will find a further account of theſe two grand 
champions for the popiſh cauſe; and the very words given 
you in the original, which I have tranſcribed in Engliſh 
in the Review, p. 60. 

Your objections to the quotations from Biſhop Cowper 
are not leſs trifling. This eminent prelate, in the reign of 
James the firſt, . publiſhed a very valuable expoſition of the 
8th chapter to the Romans, in which he frequently attacks 
the Papiſts concerning their tenets of Univerſal Redemp- 
tion, falling from grace, man's merit, perfection, free- 
will, and the denial of imputed Righteouſneſs, &c all of 
which he ſhews to be utterly repugnant to ſcripture, ex- 
perience, and to the doctrine of the primitive church; 
and for this purpoſe he brings ſeveral citations from the 
writings of the ancient Fathers. ET 

From this work of Biſhop Cowper I have made ſome 
extracts in my Review; however, Mr Weſley gives me to 
underſtand that he cannot admit their evidence, and that 
they are ſecond-hand authority, But how ſo? do I not 
refer him to the Biſhop's own words? If I have made 
any falſe quotations, why does not Mr Weſley make. it 
appear? Oh but Mr Hill ſhould have produced the very 
page and edition of the writings of thoſe fathers from 
whence the extracts are taken. But Mr Hill ingenuouſly 
tells you he has not their works at large to refer to; how- 
ever he has given the quotations exactly as they are - 
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Alexander Roſs, whoſe conciſe accuracy is deſervedly ad- . 
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d. corded by Biſhop Cowper, whoſe authority he makes uſe 
al! of. And if the Biſnhop had not been faithful in tranſcrib- 
ing them, there is no doubt, but that crafty ſet of men, the 
þ DT Jeſuits, againſt whom he wrote, would have detected him 
nd long enough before Mr Weſley ventured. to call his teſti- 
6) mony in ꝗueſtion. But as I am now on the ſubject of 
Popety, 1 muſt beg to make a few animadverfions on what 
Mr Weſley affirms, (p. 7.) „1 always thought that the 
27 « tenets of the church of Rome were nearer by half to 
„ „ Mr Hill's tenets than Mr Weſley's.“ ; 
No, Sir, permit me to ſay that you have here aſſerted 
4g what I am confident you yourſelf don't believe. You are 
he too well acquainted with the dogmas of the Romiſh 
he. church, not to know that the principles of the Pope of 
Rome, and of John Calvin, are as oppoſite to each other 
he as thoſe of John Wefley, and the Pope of the Foundery. 


For inſtance Sy 
So does the Pope of Rome, 
So does the Pope of Rome. 


Y You deny election. 

4: Fou deny perſeverance, _ 

11 Fou deny imputed righteouſ- 
Fou hold free-will. So does the Pope of Rome, 

Lou hold that works are a 

Condition of juſtification. _ 

Fou hold a two-fold juſtifica- 

= fon... vt | 

= You hold the doctrine of merit. So does the Pope of Rome. 

Fou hold ſinleſs perfection, 

Tou hold ſinleſs perfection, 

3314 | . . ; N | 

and that a juſtified man can 

© keep the law. | 


So does the Pope of Rome, 


So does the Popeof Rome. 


So does the Pope of Rome. 


So does the Pope of Rome. 


» 3 10 $031 4434.38 . 
Fou hold that fins are only in- 


* 3 You make diſtinctions between s 
Jy = . ſins that do, and fins that do 
not bring the ſoul under WO 
| 4 12 r So d t 
by condemnation, in other words, | Dey he Pop F of Rome. 
| "aa venial and mortal 
2t * 8 | ; 
it 


No here are ten leading points in which Mr Weſley and 
the Pope are cordially agreed; whereas Mr Hill abides by 
the ſcriptures and the Proteſtant churches, in each of theſe 
= particulars, which Mr Weſley very well knows were ſub- 
ject. matter of much controverſy between the Jeſuits and 

a ; the 
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the world, but to impoſe on his credulous readers. 


BUT to return to the Farrago, which I have not always 4 
followed in exact order, becauſe | choſe to go through the 


principal heads of it firſt, 


3 


P. 22. The ſtate of a Does not talking of a 


juſtified perſon is inexprel- juſtified, or ſanctiſied ſtate, 


ſibly great and glorious, - tend to miſlead men? 
Serm. on 2 Cor. v, 17. Minutes of 1770. 


& It frequently does tend ti miſſead men (ſays Mr 'Wef- 
& ley) but where is the contradiction?” Whatever may 
be the contradiction, this is clearly the concluſion, viz, 


that Mr NMeſicy, by his own confeſſion, is a miſleader of men, 


Mr Weſley, favs (p. 22.) © no (good) works can be 


previous to juſtification.” And yet in the ſame page, be 
aſſerts, that “ we ceaſe from evil, 'learn to do well, &c. 
in order to find favor.” From which affertions is dedu- 
cible the following abſurdity, viz, that a man may do 
works in order to find favor, and yet that ſuch works can- 


not be called god, becauſe previous to juſtification : there- 
fore by Mr Weſley's own conceſſion, they muſt be ba4 


works (unleſs he has deviſed a medium between good and 
bad, ſimilar to that between breaking the law and keep- 
ing it) and yet are done in order to find favor. * 
There is therefore no contradiction between Iſaiah and 
St Paul, though there is a very glaring one between Mr 
Weſley and himſelf (R). As: 
| On 


(R) Mr Welley in his Journal from Auguſt 738, to Nov. 


17.39, p. 75- mentions a report which was ſpread and generally 
believed in Briſtol, © that hewas a Jejurt.” f 


charge, he acknowledges, that he was for ten years funda- 
mentally a Papiſt, without knowing it, (viz.) Whilſt he did 
not preach juiufication- by faith alone, but mixed faith and 

| a | | works 


the reformed, during the reigns of Edward the fixth, 3 
Queen Elizabeth, James, and Charles the firſt. But ſince, 
he ſays, © he always thought that Mr Hill's tenets were 
* nearer Popery than his o; Mr Hill now gives him the 
challenge to make good his aſſertion ; yea, but in one 

ſingle inſtance : and if Mr Wefley cannot do this, Mr . 
Hill hopes that Me Weſley will at leaſt bluſh for his hav- 
ing aſſerted ſuch a notorious falſhood, for no other end in 


n anſwer to Which 


93 


O the head of merit (p. 26.) Mr Weſley attempts a 
ZFeconciliation of his contradiftions, by ſplitting the hair 
Petween meriting in a rie ſenſe, and meriting in a loaſer 
. enſe. The latter he allows; the former he denies, 
Query. By this /zoſer ſort of meriting, does Mr Weſ- 
ey mean a merit that does not merit * If he does, his diſ- 
Faction falls to nothing. If he does not, it is no diſtinc- 
Hon at all. Either way it is ſhamefully evaſive, 


in 


1 


j * 
4 "4 


75 Forks together. © But I now teſtify to all,” (adds he,) “that 
ne no good works can be done before juſtification; none 
Which have not in them the nature of ſin.“ I leave the 
5 geader to make his own remarks on the above extract, parti- 
gularly on its harmony with that poſition of the minutes, we 
©, Fre accepted and ved, * by works as a condition.” 
Since I am on this article of the minutes, I muſt beg to di- 
O. ect the reader's attention to the note in the 49th page of Mr 
 "Mletcher's Logica Cenevenfis, where he attempts to vindicate 
f hat moſt ſhameful falle quotation he has twice made from. 
ay he minutes, © not by the merit of works,” but by * believ- 


2. ing in Chriſt.” Whereas the real words are, not by the merit 
n. F works, but by works as a condition. But, faith the vindicator, 
My opponent is pleaſed to overlook the commas, which 
28 ſhew that I produce two difterent places of the minutes.” 


1 1 uppoſe this plea could be allowed, yet theſe two different places 


be | | | | 
de feing joined together in the manner he has linked them with 
„ Hole, two little ſignificant monoſyllables | but, by ] cauſe the 


"Whole ſentence thus patched and linked, to ſpeak a language di- 
—xectly oppolite to that of the minutes themſelves, in the order 
in which they ſtand. And when I read the two quotations 
us jumbled into one, I could not help calling to mind the 
e- *KHcetious extracts which were taken out of different parts of the 
a4 me News Papers; which extracts on being linked together, 
1d Produced ſomething to the following effect. On Thurſday 
F laſt his Majeſty went to the houſe of Peers, and on Fri- 
day he was detected in ſtealing a loaf of bread out of a ba- 
14 ker's baſket in Holborn,” “ We hear that her Manly is 
p making a moſt beautiful grotto at Hampton Court.“ And 
Ar > yeſter ay ſhe was committed by Sir John Fielding to the 
F houſe of correction as an idle diſorderly perfon, where ſhe 
In is to be whipped and kept to hard labor for one month.“ 
Now how would. any News Paper printer be aſtoniſhed, or 


th Father how would he laugh, to hear it aſſerted, that becauſe 
ly hefe were the expreſs words of the ſame News Paper, though 


1 Fgulled out of different paris of it, that therefore he meant to 
i = all his Majeſty a thief, or to refle& on his molt amiable con- 
bort. — The application is too ealy to nced further illuſtration, 


And yet, ſays Mr Weſley, I never uſe the word, i. . 
4 the word merit. Never uſe it? What in the world then do 
b you mean by ſecundum MERITA operum, According to the fut 
1 MERIT of our works? Or what have we been diſputing 
about ever ſince the publication of the minutes? Never . 
uſe it! What then has Mr Fletcher been taking all theſe 
pains about? Was it not chiefly in defence of this lacſer 6 
ſort of merit, aud in vindication of that expreſſion ? (S) are 
| Still 8 


S) I believe that moſt of my readers except ſuch as reſolve us 
that Mr Weſley ſhall make as many new eyes for them, as Mr 
Fletcher makes new creeds for MrWeſley) will be of opinion, 
that Mr Weſley has given a very full, though a very conciſe an- 
ſwer to all Mr Fletcher's checks, ſo far as they relate to the doc- 
trine of merit, in his Journal from 1760, to 1762, with a pre- 
face written in the year 1767. In this Journal, p. 39. Mr 
Weſley, anſwering the objettions of fome perſon, whom he 
calls T. H. alias E. L. has theſe words. No, nor that nei- 
&« ther; (i. e. I do not grant that works are meritorious, even 
%% when accompanied by faith.) But, pray, don't talk of this 
% any more, till you know the difference between meritorious * 
and rewardable; otherwiſe your ignorance will cauſe you to 
% blunder on, without ſhame and without end“ 

Surely if this be not a check upon the checker, for all he has 
written on the e of works, nothing will. But whe- 
ther it be or no, I muit leave Mr Welley to account for his 
own inconſiſtency in reviſing, correcting, publiſhing, and 
recommending Mr Fletcher's late writings; throughout 
which, he contends with fo much zeal for that very doctrine, 
which Mr Welley with no leſs zeal oppoſes in his Journal 
above-mentioned, reprinted only five years ago. And yet 
this is the identical gentleman, whoſe opinion in this matter, i 
has been ſo very heady for upwards of eight and twenty years; hi 
and, who, as a further proof of the ſetiled ſtate of his princi- 7 

les during that long period, can effect an harmony between 
bis aſſertion in the year 1767, that works are not meritorious, even 
when accompanied by faith , and his afhrmation in the year 1770, 
that we are rewarded, ſecundum merita operam, according to the p 
merit of our works. | Y 
It is in the ſame Journal, p. 94. that Mr Weſley gives an ac- 7 
count of a miracle wrought IN A MOMENT, by the prayers 
of George Bell (that poor deluded perfectioniſt, who declared, 
he ſhould never die, and that the world would be deſtroyed 
on the 28th day of Feb. 175g) upon one Mary Special, a 
oung woman, whom he. cured of hard ſwollen breaſts, as 6 
black as foot, after ſhe had been a long while in St George's 
Haelpital, to no purpoſe. Mr Weſley, in this narration, takes 
care to let us know that the firſt. queſtion aſked her by Bel! 
was, whether ſhe had faith to be healed I 9 
Whoſo- 
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gion) and of his 

pamphlet, intitled “ The Rev. Mr Maxfield's Vindication of 
„ himſelf, in ſeparating from Mr Welley,” In which piece 
the author juſtly cenſures the enthuſiaſm and credulity of Mr 
John, in paying ſo much attention to Bell's ridiculous reve- 
Ties, bragging of the many miraculous cures he had wrought 
Dy prayer; calling him a ſenſeble man, and intreating him to 
continue in his ſociety on account of the great GOOD he 
did. However, Bell refuſed to remain in connection with 
; him, becauſe of his pdousLE DEALINGS and UNFAITH*UL 


= 


STILL more evaſive is the manner in which (p. 21.) 


you attempt to ſlide over that point-blank contradiction of 
Juſtification being two-fold, and yet one and no more, 


lt is moſt true (ſay you) that the juſtification ſpoken 


„of by St Paul, and in our articles, ig oe and no more. 
„But our Lord, Matt. xxii. 37. fpeaks of another juſti- 
„ fication, Now I think one and one make two.” — | heſe 
are your own words. 


By the text referr'd to in St Matthew, you would make 


us believe that the quotation brought from our Journal, 
has no reference to juſtification at the great day; and 
that though the Apoſtle, and the church of England in her 
articles and homilies, ſpeak only of a fi juſtification in 
his life, yet that our Lord mentions another, and therefore 
one and one make two. 


But this will not do; for in the extract alluded to 


J rom your Journal, you abfolutely condemn the diftinc- 
tion of a two-fold juſtification, one in this life, the 


other 


* 


9 2 


1 — 


Whoſocver is deſirous of ſeeing a further account of this 


Il (who has long ſince thrown off all appearance of reli- 
prophecies and miracles, may conſult a 


FROCEEDINGS, as Mr Maxfield informs the reader: for, like 


the traveller in the Fable, who blowed hot and cold with the 
lame mouth, he ſometimes was full of Bell's praiſes, at 
others would caution the people again{t him. 
pamphlet, Mr Maxfield teſtifies a 


In the ſame 
roper abhorrence of the 


ſelf.exalting, diftatorial, overbearing ſpirit of Mr John; and 
alſo gives a particular narration of what he rightly enough 
calls the Comet Enthuftaſm for he tells us, that notwithſtand- 
ing all his remonſtrances, he heard Mr John preach more than 
en times about this comet, which he ſuppoſed was to appear, 


6-206} 3 
other at the great day, The following are your own 
words, 4 

In the afternoon I was informed how many wiſe and 
learned men, who cannot in terms deny it {becauſe our 
„articles and homilies are not yet repealed) explain juſti- 
« fication by faith, They ſay, 1ſt, juſtification is two- 
« fold: the firſt in this life, the ſecond at the laſt 7? 
« day, &c. &c. | 4 
© In flat oppoſition to this, I cannot but maintain, at 
leaſt till I have a clearer light (T), that the juſtifica- 


4 tion ſpoken of by St Paul to the Romans, and in our wi 


« articles, ig not two-fold; it is one, and no more,” Jour- 


nal from Nov. 17 39, to Sept. 1741, p. 16. g 

Now from the whole ſcope of this paſſage, as it ſtands ? 
in your Journal, your words can have neither ſenſe nor 
meaning, unleſs we ſuppoſe that St Paul and our articles, 
are of a contrary judgment to thoſe wiſe and learned men, 
who hold ju/?ification to be two-fold. The firſt in this life, 
the ſecond at the laſt day. If it were not to gain-ſay their 
error who affirm this, why did you quote the Apoſtle, or 
our articles at all? and where is the flat oppoſition you talk 


of to this heterodox opinion? If, when you wrote the 


words in queſtion, you really thought that Chriſt ſpoke 1 
of another juſtification, and that one and one made two; © 


you muſt then have concluded, that theſe wiſe and lea: ned ng 


men were all in the right; and you could have no reaſon 
for bringing up the authorities of St Paul, and of the 
church, but in order to make them contradict a doctrine 3 
which you believed to be eſtabliſhed by our bleſſed Lord 
himſelf : thougb by this means, you have not only ſet 7 
Chrift and St Paul at variance, but (though at two diffe-“ 
rent times) have fet yourſelf againſt both, as well as 
againſt the articles of our own church, and bave at length 
wheeled round into cordiai harmony with thoſe w_ and 

earnea = 


(T) Mr Weſley, with his uſual prudence in making quota 
tions, has leſt ont theſe words bs they fay juſtification is two- 
« fold; the firſt in this life, t \ 43 
« flat oppoſition to this, I cannot but maintain, at leaſt till |? 
« have a clearer light.” | Now how is it poſſible to encoun- 
ter ſuch a man as this, without waking 1 
line; and therefore 1 wiſh my readers would cloſely com- 
pare his Remarks with the Review itlelf, as it is impracti- 
cable for me to point out half the pretty little arts of this kind 
which Mr-Welley has ſtooped to. 4 


e {ſecond at the laſt day, In 


im through every 


| 3 they muſt be, unleſs he gives up the Bible (U.) 


; F ley's own words, as that two and two make four, 


( 39 ) 


; earned men in their notion of a two-fold ju/lification, the 
Y 5 in this life, the ſecond at the laſt day, which when you 


wrote your Journal you fo FLATLY OPPOSED. 
In ſhort, THE CLEARER LIGHT is at laſt come, 
gut how agrees all this with what Mr Weſley repeat- 
Fed!y tells us (eſpecially in his Remarks, p. 38.) that he 
pas never contradicted himſelf wth regard to juſtification, 


«4 
* 
+ 


Fince the year 1738 When this myſtery is cleared up, I 


4 ay then take the liberty of aſking him how long he has 
1 Pele that juſtification is four-fold; and by what art he 
vill reconcile this ſentiment with his laſt year's opinion of 
Its being tw2-fold ; eſpecially with his FLAT AFFIRMA- 
3 rod on Thurſday: afternoon, being the 14th of Dec, 
3 739, that juſtification was ONE, AND NO MORE ? 


MR Weſley, ſays, p. 26. © his thoughts on a ſingle 
life, are juſt the ſame they have been theſe thirty 

* years.” * And the ſame,” adds he, in his Journal, 
4 Be- 
ing aſked, how then he came to marry ? he anſwers, 
>< for reaſons beſt known to himſelf,” It is therefore cer- 
Fain, that theſe reaſons which induced Mr Weſley to 


- Raſte of the nuptial felicity, muſt have preponderated 


®gainſt thoſe given in his Treatiſe againſt marriage; con- 
ſequently his thoughts on a ſingle life cannot have been the ſam? 
Vor thife thirty years paſt ; but during the period in which 


ine he became an humble ſuitor to Mrs Weſley, his judgment 


certainly leaned (I won't ſay too much) towards matrimony. 
If this be denied, we can no otherwiſe ſolve the diffi- 


culty, why Mr Weſley ſhould write ſo ſtrongly againſt 
; Fwedlock, and declare that his thoughts on this ſubject 
Wave bien the ſame theſe thirty years; and that thi y MUS'T be 
' he ſame, unleſs he gives up his Bible; but by ſuppoſing, 
ther that Mr Weſley has REALLY geven up the Bible, or 


ei- 


: ſe that he entered into the connubial ftate, when he had 


E not his thoughts about him. 


This concluſion is as much deducible from Mr Weſ- 


P. 27. 


(U) Journal from 1762, to 1765, p. 102. 
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( 40 ) 3 x 

P. 27. On the article of | Nevertheleſs in his lettet . 
dreſs, Mt Weſley adviſes his to a Quaker, he ſays, To 

followers to wear nthing of |<< make it a point of con- 

a glaring colour, and nothing |<* ſcience to differ fron 


made in the height of the fa-|** others, as to the ſhape o 
ſhion, in order to increaſe|** colour of your apparel, i; 
their ' reward, and brighten |** mere ſuperſtition.” | 
thetr crown 1 * heaven. 1 
The way in which he attempts to reconcile this con.“ 
1 which is as glaring as the apparel he forbids, q 
is by ſaying, ** SoT adviſe : but I do not make 10 4 point 
„ conſcience. So here is no contradiction ſtill.” 3 
The ſyllogiſm, or rather the concluſion, d-ducible from? 
theſe two propoſitions, and from Mr Weſlei's reconci-Y 
liation of them, is the following one, viz. That we are 1 
increaſe our reward, and brighten our crown in heaven, by 
doing that which is mere . and without actipg 
from a point of conſcience (X). O rare Logica Weſleienſis 
Qui bene diſtinguit bene docet. 3 


P. 27. Concerning tea, Mr Weſley, ſays, “ he tre. 
„ ſumed the uſe of it (after ſetting an example of ab- 
« ſhnence from it for twelve years) by Doctor Fother-? 
4 pill's direction.“ 4 

Why then did Mr Wefley ſuffer his Tract againſt tes 
to be republiſhed only two or three years ago, in which? 
he till makes the world believe that he refrains from tes, 
not only by way of practifing ſelf denial, and ſaving mo, 
ney for the poor, but becauſe it brought a paraiylic diſor. 
der upon him Is it not very ſtrange, that a phyſician 
of Doctor Fothergill's known abilities (if Mr Weſleßg 
told him all his cafe) ſhould adviſe Mr Weſley to the vu 
of an herb at the cloſe of a conſumption, which bed beſort! 
thrown him into the palſy * However, I greatly comment 
M. 


. 


— A TI" "IF „* 


(X) Mr Weſley in his piece, intitled 9 "A to = Pei ö 
&* called Methodifts, with regard to dreſ'; even goes ſo far as 1 1 6 
caution his hearers againſt the examples of both the Mic: 
Weſleys, viz, his own helpmeet, and Mrs Charles) if hel 11 
ſhould tranſgreſs in the article of wearing velvets, fitks, 03 
ruffles; and to deſire the Prayers of his ſocieties, that neither o 
thoſe ladies may ever offend in the premiſes. This 1s cer: 
tainly more than argumentum ad hominem, for it is even arg 
mentum ad eee ow then can it be thought that Mr Wel 
ley does not make theſe matters a point of conſcience ? | 


in 


JF (4) 
letter Mr Weſley's prudence on this head, and if he had a mind 
„To, eo lip his neck out of the collar, I don't fee how he could 


con- o it with a better grace, than by getting the ſanction of 
fron phyſician's opinion; an expedient conſtantly practiſed at 
zþe ot Rome. in order to eat fleſh in Lent. However, as a 
el, is Friend to Mr Wefley, I would adviie him, by all means, 


Ro ſell no more of his anti-tea-arinking letters, if it were 

paly on acccunt of the following unfortunate paragraph, 
con- Wvhich as flatly contradicts all he ſays about Dr Fothergill, 
rbids, s he ever contradicted himſelf on any of the points be- 
eint Fore mentioned, | 

'X <« You need not go far to ſee many good effects of 
from “ leaving off Tea, You may fee them in me. | have 
>onci. e recovered thereby that healthy ſtate of the whole nervous 
„ ſyſtem, which 1 had in a great degree, and | almoſt 
„ thought irrecoverably loſt for conſiderably more than 
F< twenty years, I have been enabled thereby to aſſiſt in 
one year above fifty poor with food and raiment, whom l 
2F+ muſt otherwiſe have left (for | had before begged for 
„ them all | could) as hungry and naked as ] found them. 
Again, * Immediately it ſtruck into my mind, but ex- 


e rex 


© ample muſt go before precept. "Therefore J muſt not 

of ab- ge plead an exemption for myſelf, from a daily practice of 
other ge twenty-ſeven years. I muſt begin, I did fo. I left 
off tea mylelf in Auguſt 1746; and I have now had a 

iſt ten g ſufficient time to try the effects, which have fully an- 
which e ſwered my expeGation: my paralytic complaints are all 


n tea, gone, my hand is as ſteady as it was at fifteen, &c.“ 


g mo | here wave making any extracts from that part of Mr 
 diſor-FWeſfley's Letter on Tea. which ſpeaks of Tea as if it were 
y ſ1cia1Mhe poiſon of ſoul as well as body, and that the drinking 
V efle;Wof it grieves the Spirit of God, Nor ſhall | make any re- 


the uß macks on his having recorded to poſterity Mr Charles 
be ſon Weſley's fall in drinking a cup of Tea one night for fear 
amen ef offence, But conclude this weighty point with the ſame 
Me advice to Mr Weſley, which he gives to his readers in the 
— ſſame Letter againſt Tea | 
Pe © Will nothing elſe agree with you? I know not how 
r as %% to believe that. I ſuppoſe your body is much of the 
ne MY fame kind with that of your great grandmother. And 


£99 “ do you think that nothing elſe agreed with her?“ 

ther 0. 

15 CY P. 28. On the article of Baptiſm, Mr W eſley is equally 
n argu 


r Wel inconſiſtent, He publiſhes a treatiſe in defence of infant- 
N | * - baptiſm 


(42 ) 
baptiſm by ſprinkling. However, as he tells vs, that the 
word Baptizo is of dubious meaning; he further inſiſts on 


the propriety of letting the perſon, if an adult, chooſe for 


himſelf, and the parent for the child, whether the ordi- 
nance ſhall be adminiſtered by dipping or /printling. And 
. this ſame gentleman abſolutely refuſed to baptize Mr 

arker's child at Savannah, becauſe the parents choſe it 
ſhould be ſprinkled, but not dipped 

As to the ſtory of his baptizing Mrs L. S. and almoſt 
drowning her in a bathing-tub, ſince he ſays he never 
heard of the thing before; and aſks when, where, it hap- 
pened. I muſt refer him to his friend Mr Toplady, who, 
in the ſecond edition of his Letter addreſſed to him, p. 30. 
in a note, thus writes. 

«© Mr Weſley's rebaptization of ſome adult perſons is 
© another proof of this charge, (viz. of his want of zeal for 
the diſcipline of the Church.) I could point out by name 
* more than one who have undergone from his hands a 
4e reiteration of that ſacred ceremony. I ſhall only at 
« preſent mention a ſingle circumſtance, which I had 


„ from the perſon herſelf, with permiſſion to publiſh her 


* name at full length in caſe Mr Weſley ſhould deny the 
« fact. Mrs L. S. now living in Southwark, was bap- 
* tized in a bathing-tub in a cellar by Mr John Weſley, 
*© who at the time kept her down fo long under water, 
„ while he deliberately pronounced the words of the ad- 
« miniſtration ; that ſome friends of hers who were pre- 
* ſent ſcreamed out, from an apprehenſion, that ſhe was 
actually drowned ; and ſhe herſelf was fo far gone, that 
« the began to grow inſenſible, and was lifted out of the 
«© water but juſt time enough to ſave her life. Yet this is 
* the man who, in the writings he has publiſhed to the 
world, profeſſes to hold infant-baptiſm, and that by 
* ſprinkling, not by immerſion ! ” 


Qus teneam wultus mutantem Protea nado (Y) ! 
BUT what ſurpaſſes evcry thing elſe i is, that Mr Weſley 


cannot even ſpeak of his contradictions, without contra- 
dicting himſelf atieſh, For in his Remarks, p. 38, 39. he 
abſolutely denies, not only that he ever was unſettled in 
his principles, but that he ever was accuſed of being ſo, 


— 


() As 1 hear that Mr Toplady intends giving Mr Weſley 
a little wholefome diſcipline for his pretended ignorance of this 


fact, I have only tranſcribed the e without making 
ny remarks upon it, : 
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g ( 48 ) 
he Laaber by friends or foes, ** Would any man living (ſays he) 
on „ who does not know the fact, ſuppoſe that a gentleman, 
or put in italics by way of ſneer] could face a man down 


i ina fo peremptory a manner, unleſs the thing were ab- 
nd „ ſglutely true, and yet it is quite the reverſe,” Fe 
Vic > Here is a flatdenial of his being accuſed of inconſiſtency 


it and contradiction: whereas, in his Principles of a Methodiſt, 
p. 22. he goes about to vindicate himſelf from the charge 
oft brought againſt him (1 ſuppoſe by Doctor Tucker,) of 


er > holding © a medley of Calviniſm, Arminianiſm, Montaniſm, 
p- 27 * DQuakertſm, Quietiſm, all thrown together.” ——eſides, 
10, = did the Moravians, with whom he was once in ſuch cloſe 
o. connection, never accuſe him of inconſiſtency and contra- 
> dition? did Mr Hervey, did Mr Toplady, did Dr Erſking 

s of Edinburgh never do this? Did he never hear of a 


for pamphlet, intitled, 7% again/! IV:/ley? or of a Letter 


me 7 cancerning his inconſiſlency with himſelf, publiſhed anno 1766 ? 
a nor yet of a third piece, wherein Mr Weſley, out of his 
at > own ſermons and journals, anſwers all the eight propo- 
ad ; ſitions contained in his own minutes? Why does he fo 
er * heavily complain (p. 11.) „that one objector or another 
he 3 * ſtretched his throat and cried, evaſion, evaſion,” if no 
p- > evaſion was ever laid to his charge 7 

'y, But Mr Weſley abſolutely denies that Mr Delamotte 
er, erer ſpoke to him of his wavering, unſettled diſpoſition ; 
d- and, according to cuſtom, leaves out the latter part of my 
e- 3 ſentence, where I ſay, that he (Mr Delamotte) endea- 
vas © woured to convince him that he was not on the right founda- 


bat © ton.” And whether I had not ſufficient authority for 


he all. I advanced, let Mr Weſley's own words determine. 
sis Thurſday 23. « Returning from preaching at the Caſtle, 
he I met once more with my old companion in affliction 


by C. D. (Charles Delamotte) who ſtaid with me till Mon- 
day. His laſt converſation with me was as follows.” 

In this you are better than you'was at Savannah, you 

© know that you was then quite wrong. But you are 


ley not right yet. You know that you was then blind; but 
a- ( you do not fee now.” | 
he * I doubt not but God will bring you to the right 
in “ foundation. But I have no hope for you while you are 
ſo, © on your preſent foundation. It as different from the 


he, © true, as the right hand from the left, YOU HAVE 
ALL TO BEGIN ANEW.” 

hi II have obſerved all your words and actions, and I ſeg 

> you are of the ſame ſpirit till, You have a picky, 
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city of Chriſt. You think you do not truſl in your own 
© works, but you do truſt in your own works. You do 
© not believe in Chriſt.” Ar Weſfley's Fournal from Feb, 
1737. to his return from Germany. 


BUT Mr Hill has proved Mr Weſley to be fo unſound in 

his doctrine, and ſo inconſiſtent in his principles, „“ that, 
(ſays Mr Weſley, p. 39.) “ he is now got to his ne plus 
ultra, unleſs he has a mind to prove that Mr Weſley is 
an horſe.” A bright and beautiful thought! but Mr 
Hill had never any ſuch intention. However he thinks, 
that Mr Weſley has proved himſelf to be a Chamelion (Z); 
concerning which animal, we are told by naturaliſts, that 
whatever it touches, it becomes of the ſame colour with 
the thing touched; and ſo changes its appearance, from 
black to white, from green to red, &c. &c. &c. and then 
back again from white to black; and fo on. 
But fince Mr Weſley is become ſo very eminent, not 
only for making contradictions and evaſions, but alſo for 
reconciling them when made; I muſt beg leave to ſtart a 
ſuppoſition ; and ſhould be glad to know whether, upon 
his own principles, the culprit I am going to mention, 
would not be perfectly defenſible. X 

Suppoſe any one of Mr Weſley's ſociety was to get very 
much in liquor; and being reproved by Mr Weſley from 
that text of holy writ, „be not drunk with tine; he was 
to anſwer, ** True, father John, the Apoſtle does ſay, be 
& not drunk with wine, but J was drunk with Ale, Gin, 
© or Porter, and therefore I have by no means acted in- 
& conſiſtently with the Apoſtle's advice: ” Would not 
fuch a plea carry with it much greater weight, than many 
of the evaſtons Mr Weſley has deſcended to, in order to 
reconcile his own inconſiſtencies and contradictions? 


BUT it ſhould ſeem that the comparing Mr Weſley to an 


Empiric or Quack Doctor, has offended him more than any 
thing elſe : But whether the compariſon be a juſt one or 
not, I muſt own I borrowed it from Mr Fletcher's note on 


the hot and cold medicines (A); and could not help thinking, 


after 


" * " WE "IF "8 8 


2) This is one of thoſe animals Which was pronounced 
unclean by the Levitical law. Lev. xi. go. 


(A) The following areMrFletcher's own words, 2d Check, 4 


P · 22, 23. note, 


« man who gives to different people, or to the ſame peo- 
ei ple at different times, directly contrary directions, does not NR 
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« but it is a ſimplicity of your on; it is not the ſimpli- 
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nor (to uſe Mr Weſley's own expreſſion, p. 38.) eted out 
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( 45 ) | 


— | after I had read that note a ſecond time, that if Mr Weſley 


were to publiſh hand-bills, in praiſe of his ſkill and 
> notrums, they ought by all means to run in the following 


terms; and I beg to aſſure Mr Wefley, that the poetry, 
(ſuch as it is) is neither copied from Sternhold and Hopkins, 


by N. N. or William Wiſdem (B), but is attempted in the 
ſtile and manner of J. and C. Welley. 


Arma 


A 


— 111 


; « always contradict himſelf. I have a fever, and my phyſi- 


* cian, under God, reſtores me to health by cooling medicines : 
„ by and by I am afflicted with the cold rheumatiſm, and he 
* preſcribes fomentations and warming remedies, but my 
* 1njudicious apothecary oppoſes him, under 1 that he 


* goes by no certain rule, aud grofsly contradicts himſelf. Let us 
* apply this to Mr W. and the verſifier, remembering there is 


„ leſs difference between a burning fever, and a cold rheuma- 
e tiſm, than between the caſe of the trifling Antinomian, and 
of the dejected penitent.“ 


For a particular anſwer to this, ſee the end of the firſt letter 


in my Review of Mr Weſley's doctrines; and the better to diſ- 
cover the fallacy of the argument, conſider that truth is ever 
the ſame, invariable in its nature, and cannot alter according 
to the different ſtate the ſoul may be in; nay the very reaſon 


that Mr W. is under a miftake in fu 
is dofrines Was corrected by Mr Romaine. It is true that Gen- 
| Meman did ſee a part and only a part of it in the manuſcri pls 
but Mr I. does not remember that he inſerted or expu'170c 
ſimgle ſentence. 
much ſpare time as Mr W. imagines, his leiſure hours being 


2 much taken up by his buſineſs as a Magiſtrate. 


why any fouls are really dejected penitents, is becaule they fear that 
the threatenings of him who 1s truth itlelf and cannot lie, ſtand 
out againſt them. Now would Mr Weſley tell fuch perſons, 


in order to cure them of their dejection, that there was no hell, 


whilſt at the ſame time he was denouncing wrath and damna- 
tion againſt the hardened ſinner ? and yet he might juſt as well 
do this, as tell his hearers that ſometimes they are ſaved by the 
grace of faith as their goſpel righteouſneſs; and ſometimes by 
the imputed Righteouſneſs of Chriſt. Dejected henitents then 
are to be comforted by the conſolations of the goſpel ; and not 
by being made to think that the unchangeable God of truth can 
lie, or aller the thing that is gone out of his mouth, 

(B; Mr H. begs to acquaint Mr W. that the paſſage he alludes 
to p. 38. concerning the wheel of contradictions running 
round and round, was not inſerted by another hand. As allo 
ppoſing that the Rev iero of 


a 
Mr H. muſt alſo add, that he has rot near fo 
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( 46 ) 


Arma virumque cano. VIag. 


1. 
ITHER, ye weak, ye ſickly tribe: 
I've welcome news to tell; 
Whate'er your pain or grief may be, 
My doſe can ſuit you well, 


II. 


Let your diſeaſe be hot or cold, 
You need not doubt my ſkill ; 

Rheumatic pains, and fever's heat *, 
Both fly. before my pill, 


111. 


Let SATAN's SYNAGOGUE (C) deny 
The virtues of my draught ; 

How ſhould THE Devil's FacToRs (D) know 
What wonders I have wrought ? 


IV. 


A choice PRESERVATIVIE I have (E), 
The like was never known; 
With potions, juleps, drops, and pukes, 


Peculiarly my own. 
v. Of 


* — 


* —— MLA 


Turn back to the note, p. 45. 


(C) Hymns and ſacred poems, by J. and C. Weſley, vol. II. 
p- 292. 3d Edit. printed London, 1756. 


(D) Ibid. p. 106. 
(E) Preſeroative againſt unſettled notions in religion, 
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( 47 ) 
v. | 
Of all the Doctors in the world, 
The greateſt ſure am I(F): 
Not Bell who cur'd Moll's footy breaſts (G), 
With me could ever vie. 


37 
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VI. 
Yet soo AS SATAN GIVES THE WoRD (H), 


Tar MuRDERER's HELLISH BROOD (I), 
All wiTNEss WITH THEIR LYING LoRD (K), 


« His n:/trums are not good.“ 
vii, Alas! 


"7 — I. — 8 


(F) Alluding to Mr Weſley's thinking himſelf to be the great- 

eſt miniſter in the world, However Mr Fletcher would willingly 

make ſome excule for this, and the like vaunting expreſſions; 

but as it is impoſſible to unſay them, he endeavours to faſten 

the ſame charge upon Mr Rowland Hill, and how this? Why 

becauſe Mr R. H. ſays that he has ſuffered much for God. But (to 

carry on the idea of a Quack and his patients,) let us ſuppoſe 

that the Empiric went boaſting about from place to place of 

his wonderful {kill, and (to uſe a common phraſe among ſuch 

perſons,) that he would give any man 100 guineas who ſhould 

effect the like cures. Let us ſuppoſe again that a poor trembling 

w patient comes to this Doctor, and ſays, O Sir, I have been 

extremely ill treated; my caſe has been much miſtaken by 

- © others of the faculty, and I have ſuffered much, very much, with 

© a violent diſorder in every part of my body.” A third per- 

: fon looks on and lays, „this Quack is conndinly a great en) 2g 

+ © elſe he would never think himſelf the greateſt phyſician in 

© the world.” A friend of the Quack is ſomewhat moved at 

this, and replies, Why, don't you hear what the patient ſays ? 

he is certainly as great a boaſter as the Doctor; for whereas 

the Doctor only brags THAT HE HAS DONE MORE THAN ANY 

* © MAN IN THE THREE KINGDOMS; the other lays, HE HAS sur- 

Of „rr wore,” At this the aſtoniſhed man, who condemned 

the ſelf-glorying ſpirit of the Quack, juſtly cries, © I ſee indeed 

much ſelt-exaltation in the Mountebank, who ſays he has 

* DONE fo much, but I can ſee none at all in the poor afflicted pa- 
* tient, who tells us he has SUFFERED fo much.” 

(G) See MrWeſley's journal from 1 760 to 1762, p. 94. (lately 
reprinted) where he mentions George Bell's miracle in curing 
the Breaſts of Mary Special, which were ſwelled very hard, 
and were as black as ſoot, 

(H) Hymns and ſacred poems, p. 225. 
(I) Hymns on God's everlaſting love, p. 62. 
(K) Hymns and ſacred poems, vol. II. p. 225. 
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VII. 

Alas! WHAT NAUGHTY MEN WERE THESE (L), 
My Patients to befool ; 

And tell the world that I was bred 

In contradiction's ſchool ? ö 


VIII. 
Yet Oh ! my babes, believe them not, 


But baniſh all your fears: 
My drugs have always been the ſame, 
THESE EIGHT AND TWENTY YEARS (M). 


IX. 
But hence, ye horrid sr AwVW- N OF HELL, 


Who hearken not to me; 
BLrAsPHEMERs, Devils, Liars, FienDs (N), 
Who credit God's decree. 


X. 8 
With love and meekneſs long I try'd 


To bend each ſtubborn mind (O); 
But hard as rocks and #notted oaks, 
Calvinian hearts I find (P). 


+ 4 
Lo! now I draw the ſword of war (Q), 


Thou Cat's-paw (R) dread my raye | 
For till I've gain'd or ſcour'd the field, 
Mine ire ſhall ne'er aſſuage (S). 
x11, Help 


as. 


ä 


(L) Hymns on God's everlaſting love, p. 44. 
(M) Sermon on Jer. xxiii. 6. 


N) Theſe expreſſions are more or leſs ſcattered throughout 
the hymns on God's everlaſting love. | 


(O) Remarks, p. 4, 46, 52. 
AP) Remarks, p. 4. 

(Q) Remarks, p. 52. 

(R) Remarks, Þ. 40. 

(S) Remarks, p. 52. 
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XII. 
Help Cobler (T) Tom, and thou Swiſs friend, 
« To lay John Calvin's ghoſt (U);” 
For what with Cynics, bigots, bears (X), 
feat the day is loſt. 


XIII. 
WE THREE ſhall incantations raiſe, 
With THUND'RINGS, LIGHT'NINGsS, HAIL ; 
And if th' Hobgoblin won't avaunt, 
Il bring my Comet's tail (V). 
| XIV. 
Alike in war and phyſic ſkill'd, 
I ſtrove the foe to tame; 
And no one flone I left unturn'd, 
To ſpread Mordecai's fame (Z). 


XV. 
In politics I dabble too (A); 


Brave Jac of all trades IT! 
And once upon a time I made, 
Two mighty Prelates fly (B). 


XVI. 
Let vaunting Quacks their merit boaſt, 
And ſwell with feli-applauſe; 
My packets, like Buzaglo's ſtoves, 


Health and religion cauſe (C). 
xVv11. What 


* 


(T) This, as the Rev. Mr Toplady has lately informed the 


World, is the occupation of Mr Thomas Olivers. 
= (U) Rev. Mr Toplady's letter to Mr Weſley, p. 28. 


(X) Remarks, . 42, 52. 
* (Y) Turn back to the note, . 37. 
(2) The name given by Mr Fletcher to Mr Weſley in his 


| Vindication of has minutes. 


(A) See Mr Weſley's pamphlet, intitled, © Free Thoughts 


0 on the ep ſtate of public affairs.“ 
(B) Bi 


op Lavington and Biſhop Gibſon, Remarks, p. 4- f 
4 C) Mr Buzaglo put an advertiſement into the papers in 


order to recommend the uſe of his ſtoves in Churches, in which 
advertiſement, he told the public that “ his ſtoves preſerved health 
and promoted religion.“ : 
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XVII, 

What tho' I once a patient bath'd 
Till all her friends ſcream'd out; 
III pledge my word ſhe's better now 
For that bleſt bathing-bout (D). 


XVIII. 
By Chemiſt's or by magic (E) art, 
I've learn'd to conjure too (F). 
And made that falſe, and NOTHING now, 
Which lately was ALL TRUE (G). 


XIX, 
See this Farrago, mark it well, 
Preſto! hey paſs! be gone, 
One hundred contradictions now, 
Are vaniſb d into one (H). 


XX. 
But ſtill two cautions I muſt give, 
Firſt then, ** beware of Tea,” 
For ſure it is, that baneful herb 
Had well nigh poiſon'd me (I). 


XXI. 
Of Marriage too take heed; nor haſte 
Io aſk, or give conſent, 
Leſt when the Gordian knot be ty'd, 
At leiſure thou repent. 


4 mms _ x 


XXII. 
Believe not Hymen's yoke is ſmooth : 
*T is that which few can bear; 
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Yet fools ne'er think the ſhoe can pinch, * 

But needs the ſhoe muſt wear. 3 

XXIII. Would'ſt 7 

— — —— 5 * 


D) Turn back to p. 42. 

E] Second Cheek, p. 8. 

(F) See Mr Fletcher's Vindication, p. 52, where Mr Weſley 
is ſtiled a Juggler. 

(G) Turn back to p. 16, 

(H) Remarks, p. 33, 41. 

J) See the quotations ſrom the Letter on Tea, p. 4m. 


© | xxtv. 


CIT. 
# - « | - ( wk | 
Would'ſt thou be free ? thyſelf of though 


For woman-kind diveſt : | 
Or wouldſt thou groan with ſtrife and care ? 


« Probatum et (K).“ 


« Marry: 


Great as my former days have been, 
I heard Jane Gowper lay (L), 


& My latter ſhould be greater ſtill;“ 
Come then, No cure, no pay.” 


Thus, Sir, I have given you a few hobbling rimes, in 


"the exact language of the authors of the ſacred poems, from 


hich I have borrowed every abuſive appellation with which 


. 


ve only preſented you with theſe pious ſneers, and this mild 


FFony, in order that you may examine the feelings of your 
wn heart, when they are brought againſt yourſelf; and 


may from thence form ſome judgment concerning the great 


Impropriety as well of your own and of your Vindicator's 


manner of writing, as of the uncommon patience of all 


| . free · grace- preachers of the Goſpel ; who, without the 


aſt provocation, and without making any reply, have 
deen conſtantly vilified for ſo many years together, in the 


PFarious editions of the Sacred poems, and in that ſhocking 


25g of groſs miſrepreſentations, intitled, Hymns on 


"&:4's everlaſting love. / 


Now, Sir, either you do condemn me for writing this 
god lampoon, or you do not. If you do not, then know 
that if 1 had done it from any other motive than that of 


mewing you your own picture, as alſo that of your ally; 


ys 


'a 


1 ſhould moſt heartily condemn myſelf, If you do con- 
1 E demn 


— 


M own godly lampoon (M) is decorated: and I do aſſure you, I 


(K) That is, tried or proved. A word which Mr Weſley fre- 
quently annexes to his receipts in his Primitive Plqſic. 
* Whoever will read Mr Welley's Thoughts on a jingle life, will 


b 


erceive that I have not ſtrained his words in the ſmalleſt de- 


Free; nor have I ſpoken half ſo much on the point, as (I am 


informed) he has often ſpoken from the pulpit. And there- 


% 
— _ 


- . 
++ # 
4 


Fore, when I was ſumming up the articles in which Mr Weſley 


agreed with the man of fn, I ſhould have mentioned their har- 


ley mony in 66 FORBID 


ING TO MARRY,” 1 Tim. iv. g. 


5 (L) Turn to P-52. for a more full account of Jane Cowper's 


Nr concerning Mr Weſley. | A. 
(Mu) Godly lampoons and pious, ſneers, are expreſſions uſed by 


| wn rF letcher againſt the aſſerters of the doctrine of grace in his 
dcond Chet. LIN 
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demn me, then you muſt much more condemn thoſe who ® 
have not only ſet me the example, but have done that up- 
on calm deliberation, and with full purpoſe of vilifying 
and expoſing God's faithful miniſters ; which I have done 
only to convince you of your error, and to bring you to 
a deteſtation of this opprobrious manner of writing ; 
which, however, it might be expected among thoſe who 
are ſtrangers to the religion of the meek and holy Jeſus, 
very ill becomes the ſerious profeſſors of the goſpel, and, 
elpecially one who thinks hinifelf the greateſt miniſter in 
the world, and who pleads ſtrongly for ſinleſs perfection, 

and for juſtification by the merit of his own good works, 

However, Mr Weſley will have it, that it is nothing 
but love, to what he calls, the dear decree of reprobation, 
which cauſes the Calviniſts to diſapprove his Minutes. But 
this is a great miſtake, for the true reaſon is, that the Cal- 
viniſts now believe that the foundation is ſtruck at by thoſe 
wretched Minutes, and by the ſubſequent vindications of 
them. But the doctrines of election and perſeverance, be- 
ing of all others moſt hateful to human pride; and Mr 
Weſley well knowing that he ſhould have a numerous hoſt 
of wiſe and learned men on his ſide, whilſt he continued to 
fight againſt them; holds up theſe before the world, as if 
they were the grand cauſe of contention : whereas thoſe F- 

ints are very little, indeed, ſcarcely at all, dwelled on in 
the Review of his dofirines. But methinks Mr Weſley's 
ſtratagem in this matter, reminds me of the wiſdom of 
ſome good old nurſes, who, when they cannot otherwiſe * 
filence the naughty child, tell it that RAw-HEAD AanD 3: l 
BLOOD Y- BONES IS COMING, 

Still Mr Weſley inſiſts upon it, that all Mr Hill's diſlike * 
of his principles is, becauſe “ he (Mr Wefley) is an Ar- 
. « minian.” Mr Hill abſolutely denies the aſſertion, and 
1 affirms, that though Arminianiſm be one of thoſe nauſeous T 
| ingredients which compoſe Mr Weſley's doſes, yet if 8 
W Arminius were now living, Mr Hil is confident that he 1 
„ would not own Mr Weſley for a diſciple; as both he and A. 
* Mr Fletcher, go as much beyond the original ſect of Ar- 7 

minians, as Mr Weſley's his latter words exceed his former, | and 
purſuant to a prophecy of him, uttered eleven or twelve |& , 
years ago, by one Jane Cowper, a perfeCtioniſt, in the fol- he | 
lowing words. AS TO YOU, THE LORD PRO- [*., 
e SED ME. YOUR LATTER WORKS I Pei. 
zZ « SHOULD EXCEED YOUR FORMER, THO” got 
« I DO NOT LIVE TO SEE IT.“ Which predic- ice 
tion he has been vain enough [if I add an :rratum, it ſhall . o 
be weak enough] to lufler to be printed and ſent abroad be. 
unto F 
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1 


3 nto the world, with a Preface, in which are the follow- 


words: All here is ſtrong, ſterling ſenſe, ſtrictly 
agreeable to ſound reaſon. Here are no extravagant 


flights, no MYSTIC REVERIES, no unſcriptural en- 


f thuſiaſm. The ſentiments are all juſt and noble, &c.“ 


2 BUT (ſays Mr Weſley) © there is ſomething extremely 
dd in this whole affair. 


A man falls upon another and 
gives him a good beating, who, in order to be revenged, 


goes not grapple with im (perhaps ſenſible that he is 


above his match) but giving him two or three kicks, falls 
With all his might upon a third man that was ſtanding by.” 


0, ſays he, but | know that raſcal well; he is the fo 
© cond of him that beat me.” If he is, diſpatch your bu- 
Fine(s with the former firſt, and then turn to him. How- 
ever, if Mr H. is reſolved to fall upon me, I muſt defend 
wyſelf as well as I can. 

Extremely odd indeed] that Mr Weſley ſhould be looked 
pon as a party in the preſent controverſy, when his own 


Feretical Minutes firſt gave the alarm to the religious world; 


and when it was entirely owing to him that the vindica- 


ons of thoſe Minutes ſaw the light, and ſet us all together 


v the ears, immediately after he had given Mr Shirley the 
Embrace of love and forbearance. 

Extremely odd indeed ! when MrWefſley reviſed, corrected, 
and gave his own imprimatur to all Mr F letcher's checks, 
throughout which, Mr John is the Alpha and Omega. 

* Dear, Sir, did you never read the fable of the trum- 
peter taken priſoner? He pleaded in his own behalf, that 
He had not fought a ſingle ſtroke on the held of battle. 
„ Oh! but, ſaid they who took him, by your trumpet 
* you ſet us all together by the ears.” 

Now, if Mr Wefley's trumpet had not given the alarm, 
Fe ſhould not have prepared ourſelves for- the battle. 


IN anſwer to what is ſo clearly deducible from Mr 
8 Vefley's fermon on Catholic love, (viz ) that he would have 
e peapie under his care, ta hear him, and thoſe be ſends out, 
aud nobody elſe ; he tells us, (p. 42.) that he adviſes all 
of the church, to hear their pariſh miniſter.” But ought 
de not to have ſaid, „provided that miniſter be no Cal- 
F viniſt?” Let him be Arian, Socinian, Pelagian, 
* drunkard, ſwearer, reviler, &c. he may be heard, 

E only with Mr Welſley's approbation, but with his ad- 
For he adviſes ALL of the church to hear their 
15 own pariſbminiſter.“ But this is not to be wondered 
e, ſince Mr Weſley now declares ſo implicitly (p. 8.) _ 
1 E 3 4 


( 54 ) 
he had rather ſubſcribe to the dodirine of ſalvation by tw i, 
than to that of abſolute predefl ination. 


as YVES 2s 


der this matter before he folemnly ſubſcribed to that doc. 
trine, as being full of ſweet, pleaſant, and unſpeakable confort 
- © But Mr Sellon has clearly /hewed, that the 17th ar. 
« ticle does not aſſert abſolute predeſtination (p. 13. ).” 


—_ 


3 —— 


Lambeth articles, in Queen Elizabeth's time. 
2. Doctor Samuel Clarke, attempted to eto, that the 
liturgy of our church countenanced Arianiſm. 
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4. Old Mordecai, and his prophet, George Bell, the 
life-guard-man, attempted to het, that the earth woult 
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eaſe, than Mr Weſley can he that 
election in Chriſt, is 
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unſpeakable comForRT. FORTABLE doctrine, 
That it is according to} rol? 
the everlaſting purpoſe of |—And yet—Not of God. 
God. | 


- 
{5 
a0 
F 
: 
+ 
£7 
- 
4) 


to high and heavenly| blaſphemous 
| | * 


things. 


That it doth greatly eſta- 
bliſh and confirm our 


That they who are prede- 
ſtinated, walk religiouſly 
in GOOD WORKS, 


ticle (N). intitled Free Grace. 


„ 


What a pity is it, that Mr Weſley did not well conf. 


3. Biſhop Wilkins, attempted to bet, that a mar 1 
might make himſelf wings, and fly to the world in the moon 


be deftroyed, anno 1758. The former ſaid it would 
be by the tail of a comet; the latter by an earthquake, 
on the 28th day of February. And I cannot but think 
that all theſe things would be fewn with much greate: 7} 

The godly conſideration of predeſtination, and our 1 


Full of ſweet, pleaſant and |—And yet—An vuncon- 


That it draws up the mind] _ And yet—ls horrible and 1 


1 on 2 IS. . Ng VE. * * wg 
* A * - * * * ** * * * 


And yet — Tends to ob- 
ſtruct, if not deſtroy th : 
faith great work of the Hoh 
: | Ghoſt(affurance of faith.) 
—And yet—That the be- 
lief of predeſtination tends 2? 
directly to deftroy all 
Zeal for GOOD WORKS. | 
All this Mr Iefley, as a good] All this Mr Weſley, as 1% 
fon of the church of F. gland, good ſon of Pelagius, wit 
- jubſcribes to in the 17th Ar- and publiſhes in his Sermon, 


Oh? 


(FY One would imagine by Mr Weſſey's quoting the a. 
thority of our gift article p. 14.) in contradiction to the 171th} 
| „elles th 


1. Peter Baroe, attempted to Hheto the fame from the FF 


"ng At preach and print! But Mr Weſley, tells us, (p. 14.) 
.onf, Pat this paltry ſtory is untrue,” Why, then, did he 
doc. Wot contradict it in the life-time of Mr Whitefield, who 
mfor, # bliſked the account above thirty years ago, under Mr 
hi ar, Welley's own hand, as may be ſeen in Mr Whiteheld's 
\." Jetter to Mr Weſley, dated Betheſda, in Georgia, Decem- 
n the Er 24, 1740, in the fourth volume of his works, p. 56. 
And can we ſuppoſe that the whole of the ſtory was a 
t the ſafe wicked forgery of Mr Whitefield, when he addreſſes 
Mr Weſley in ſuch affectionate terms, and reminds him 
man D particularly of the following circumſtances ? „ The 
noon “ caſe, you know, ſtands thus: when you was at Bri/- 
þ- the tol, I think you received a letter from a private hand, 
wool charging you with not preaching the goſpel, becauſe 
Sold you did not preach up election. Upon this you drew a 
uake lot :” the anſwer was, © preach and print.“ have often 
thin; e queſtioned, as I do now, whether in ſo doing, you 
reate; did not tempt the Lord. A due exerciſe of religious 
e prudence, without a lot, would have directed you in 
1 c that matter. Beſides, I never heard that you enquired 
of God, whether or not election was a goſpel doctrine ? 
cou. But 1 fear, taking it for granted, that it was not, you 
only enquired, whether you ſhould be ſilent, or preach 
p * and print againſt it? However, this be, the lot came 
304, out, ©* preach and print; accordingly you preached 
and printed againſt election. At my defire you ſup- 
2+ preſſed the publiſhing the ſermon, whilſt I was in Eng- 
le and e land, but ſoon ſent it into the world after my depar- 
>< ture. O, that you had kept it in!“ &c. &c. &c. 
o ob-. Theſe are Mr Whiteheld's own words; and though he 
y this is now gone to his everlaſting reſt, yet if you ill ſay that 
Holy the flory is untrue.” | can bring ſeveral living witneſſes 
aith. o confront you, by proving the fact, 
2 x 3 1 heartily 
A that he thought our reſormers as inconſiſtent as himſelf. But 
KS. that article (the g1it,) ſpeaks nothing of the deſign and extent 
as 1 Fol Chriſt's death, but of its all-ſuffczency. And where is the 
writ) Calviniſt that ever denied there was an all-ſufficiency in his ſa- 
mon, crifice, to have waſhed away the guilt, not only of one, but 
of a thouſand worlds, if God had fo willed and ordained, 
Oh, But the very ſuppoſition that ſo many zcalous Calviniſts, as 
— even Biſhop Burnet allows our refarmers to have been, would 
le * have compiled an article in point- blank oppoſition to their 
17. 


(4-4 3 


b Oh, what ſad cauſe of lamentation, that the lot came 


gon lyſtem, is abſurd to the laſt degree. 
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I heartily join Mr Weſley, in acknowledging that we 
have great cauſe of thankfulneſs for the good which haz 
ariſen out of the late diſputes, to which his Minutes gave 
birth; but it is moſt likely that our ideas of this good are 
very different. However, waving all obſervations on the 
former publications, either pro or con; I think the follow. 
ing good ends have all been anſwered by Mr Weſley'; 
late remarks on the Review of his doctrines. 


Ends anſwered by Mr Weſley's late Remarks. 


iſt, The meek and lowly tempers of Mr Weſley ae 
manifeſted. 

2dly, Mr Charles Weſley's Calviniſm is expoſed by 
Mr John. 

3dly, The Chriſtian Library (once all true, all agree- 
able to the oracles of Gd) is giving up as NOTHING, 

4thly, John Goodwin's "Treatiſe on Juſtification, pub- 
liſhed by Mr Weſley, as exprefling his ſentiments bettet 
than he could do himſelf, is given up as NOTHING. 

Sthly, Baxter's Aphoriſms, publiſhed by Mr Weſley, 
(and for the peruſal of which, he bleſſes God,) are given up 
as NOTHING. 

6thly, Mr Weſley's former contradictions and incon- 
ſiſtencies are all confirmed ; and ſeveral additional ones 
brought to light, 


I Shall now beg leave to offer Mr Weſley a few friendly 

hints, which, if he will promiſe to obſerve before he 
next appears in print, there is no doubt but they will be of 
prodigious ſervice to him. 


Certain friendly Hints and Rules to be obſerved by the 
Reverend John Wefley, A. M. late Fellow of Lincoln 
College, Clerk, in order to make him (the ſaid John) 
a good Author. 


1. Let him ſtick cloſe to truth, Wy 

2. Let him lay aſide quirks, quibbles, and evaſions. 

3. Let him abhor making falſe quotations. I 

4. Let him never get into the Norwich coach (or into 
any other vehicle that has wheels) before he takes up the |? 
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4 gf this life,” 2 Tim. ii. 4. 


(F<) 


5. As an immoderate degree of anger is very unbecomin 5 


nan adult believer, and one who thinks himſelf the greate 
miniſter in the world; as alſo very pernicious to the ani- 
mal oeconomy; let him each day before he begins to 
write a ſyllable, read the following words vine times 
over. © The wrath of man worketh not the rightequſneſs of 
„God, Jam. i. 20. | | | 


6. If he has a mind to write well upon religious ſub- 


A jects, let him never more dip his pen in politics: bur let 
him always keep in mind thoſe words of the Apoſtle, 
= «© No man that warreth, entangleth himſelf with the affairs 


* 


7. Let him ſhew what he writes to ſome ſenſible friend, 


and beg him to ſtrike out all the contradictions, even 
though he ſhould not leave two pages behind. | 


What's done cannot be undone. Elſe it is much to be la- 


F mented, that Mr Weſley did not receive theſe friendly I 
tections before his laſt piece came out; the effects of 
which have been ſo very contrary to what he wiſhed, that 


4 a judicious and reverend friend of mine thus writes to me 
on the occaſion, EO 


& You have not told me, whether you are meditating 


4 a reply to Mr John's ind remembrance of you, Un- 
s leſs his people are abſolutely infatuated through blind 
„ ſubjection to him; I ſhould imagine, he muſt have 
e effeQtually ſtabbed his own cauſe,” - 


Now this is worſe than all the reſt. For if what my 


2 worthy friend ſays be true. That very gun, which was in- 
=> tended by Mr Weſley to make ſuch dreadful havock 
among the Calviniſts, particularly againſt he cat's paw of 
their party, on account of its being too highly charged, 
is burſt in his hand, and has blown out his own brains. 
For I can by no means agree with Mr Baxter (O), that he 
never had any to blow out. 


— 


Cannot intirely conclude this piece, without aſſurin 
Mr Fletcher, that, however widely I may differ from 


'2 him in doctrinal points, I heartily concur with him in 
thinking that there is a manifeſt departure in too many 
2 profeſſors from the practical part of genuine chriſtianity ; 
and that there is ſad reaſon to fear, that not a few in this 
day are refting their poor fouls upon a ſyſtem of dry doc- 


trines, 


(O) Turn back to p. 17. note M. 


6 58. ) 
trines, without the Jeaſt ſavor of grace, or experience up- 
on their hearts. The luft of the fleſh, the lufl of the eye, 
and the pride of life (that curſed trinity of the natural man) 
are not only inſufficiently watched againſt, but too much 
pleaded for by many who. {it under clear goſpel ordinances : 
and the duties of mortification, ſelf-denial, deadneſs to 
the world, taking up the croſs, watchfulneſs and prayer, 
too little attended to. 0 | 

And yet this is not owing to the doQtrines they hear, 
but to their own deceitful and deſperately wicked hearts, 
which turn the. moſt wholeſome food into deadly poiſon. 
And, indeed, we need only look at the lives of the gene- 
rality of the clergy, moſt of whom hold, and highly ap- 
W of Mr Wale Mr Fletcher's 1 are 
therefore, properly ſpeaking, the real doctrinal Metho- 
diſts (O), to ſee the dreadful effects of their ſyſtem, If, there- 
fore Mr Fletcher had made the noble ſtand for holineſs upon 
goſpel principles, which he has done upon rotten legal 
principles, and which can therefore never effect his deſign ; 
and had he avoided all unkind cenſures againſt his bre- 
thren ; inſtead of taking up the pen againſt him, I would 
* have been one of the fat to have publicly thanked him 
5 for ſo eminent a ſervice done to the church of Chriſt in 
1" this Laodicean day : And it ſhould have been my fincere 
"i prayer, that his wholeſome words might not only be trea- 
1 ſured up in the beart, but brought forth in the life of 
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(O) The name of Methodiſt, as it is indiſcriminately given, 
| by way of reproach, to all who have more zcal for re- 
161 ligion than is conſiſtent with the faſhion of the times, I have 

j no defire whatever to ſhake off; on the contrary, I would |: 
glory in it, as the badge which I believe every real chriſtian is 
alotted to wear; and [ would pray, that I might deſerve it much 
more than I do. But as it conveys the idea of an attachment 
to thoſe pernicious principles taught by Mr Weſley, and the 
vindicator, in oppoſition to the word of God, and to the doc- |: 
trines of all the Yroteſtant churches (that of this nation in par- 
ticular) in this view of it, 1 deſire totally to renounce it. f 


n 
SIN CE the foregoing pages were finiſhed in 
the manuſcript, I have ſeen Mr Fletcher's Logica Gene- 


* venſis, or fourth check to Antinomianiſm, I ſhall not here 


make any remarks upon it; however, it has furniſhed me 


with the title and motto which are prefixed to this piece; 


and has occaſioned me here and there to ſcatter a few 

rains of mild irony, by way of return for the compliments 
which are ſo frequently paid, to that he calls, Logica Ge- 
nevenſis, (i e. the Geneva, or Calviniſtical Logic,) through- 
out his whole performance, However, had he contented 
himſelf with ever ſo many decorations of this' ſort, his 


| book would for me have remained unanſwered ; but tho” 


! I fully intended to have been ſilent, yet the many groſs 


F 


„ 4 


L perverſions and miſrepreſentations which I have detected 


under the covering of much profeſſed candor, and many 
appeals to the judgment of the unprejudiced (which when 
they are the moſt liberally beſtowed are generally moſt 


2 to be ſuſpected) will oblige me once more to enter the 


lifts with my able antagoniſt ; but, deſpairing of my own 
(kill, I muſt beg leave to call in the Vicar of Madely, to 
be my ſecond ; and happily for this purpoſe I have pre- 
ſerved a ſermon of his, which was preached by him only 
a few years ago, in his own pariſh church, from Rom. xi. 


5, 6. And I think it is by far the beſt refutation of the 
> unſcriptural doctrine contained in the Minutes, and in all 
> the Checks which I have yet ſeen. As this ſermon was 
publicly delivered before a very numerous congregation, 
and copies of it handed about by the preacher's own per- 
- miſſion; and as he tells us, that he is determined, God 


being his helper, to preach the doctrine therein contained, till 
bis tongue cleave to the roof of his mouth; no reaſonable 
perſon can think that there is the leaſt unfairneſs in my 
availing myſelf of ſo powerful an ally; and I ſolemnly de- 


F clare upon the word of a chriſtian, that in the few extracts 
I may make from it, I will not alter the leaſt jot or tit- 


tle from the manuſcript, and only make ſome marginal 


notes and obſervations upon it. However, as Mr Flet- 


cher's late work, intitled Logica Genevenſis, or a fourth 
Check to Antinomianiſm, was intended as a farther vin- 
dication of Mr Weſley, and is particulacly levelled at 
what he calls the Calvinian imputation of righteouſneſs. 
I muſt beg to preſent my readers with the following con- 
ciſe Farrago, to which this ſame fourth check gave birth; 
and with which I diſmiſs the controverſy for the ty 
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Mr Wefley's Vindicator. Mr Weſley. 


If we ſhall be juſfißed by] I think on juſtification, 
works in the laſt day, here juſt as I have done theſe ſe- 
is an end of CALvin's 1M-[ven and twenty years, and 
PUTED RIGHTEOUSNESS. [JUST As MR CALVIN DOE<s. 
Contents to Logica Genevenſis. In this reſpect | do not differ 
| 1 from him an hair's breadth. 


Mr Weſley's laſt Four. p. 115. 


I bave expoſed the Anti-] I have, during this whole 
nomianiſm of thoſe prea- time (fince the year 17 38) oc- 
chers, who / ſetting aſide|caſionally uſed thoſe expreſ- 
Chriſt's doctrine of juſtifica- |ſhons imputed righteouſneſs, 
tion by the evidence of|the righteouſneſs of Chriſt, 
works in the laſt day; give|and others of the fame kind; 
thouſands to underſtand, that |but it is equally true, that { 
they ſhall be abundantly juſ- |never uſed them at all in 
tined by RIGHTEOUS-jany other meaning, than 
NESS IMPUTED I Nſchat SOUND SCRIP- 
CALViN's WAY. TURAL ONE, wherein 

| id. p. 59. [they are uſed by many emi- 
| nent men, Mr CALVIN 
IN PARTICULAR. 
Mr Weſley's anſwer to 
"+ Mr Hervey's letters. 


Now after all the pains which Mr Fletcher has taken, 
and all the volumes he has written to vindicate Mr Wel- 
ley, it appears by the foregoing ſhort contraſt, that he has 
given. his friend a mortal blow; and that theſe two gen- 
tlemen are abſolutely as different from each other at this 
very moment in the moſt important of all points, viz. how 
a {inner - ſhall ſtand before God (unleſs Mr Weſley bas 
| tacked about again fince he wrote his laſt Journal) as the 
Eaſt is diſtant from the Weſt.— How then ſhall they, who 
purchaſe Mr Weſley's works, and thoſe of the vindicator, 
know which to believe; when they not only contradict 
one another in this moſt eſſential of all doctrines, but ſo 
frequently contradict themſelves. But which - ever fide 
the multitude may take between theſe two diſputants, 
Mr Weſley may certainly make a perſonal addreſs to all 
the four checks, and ſay with the poor man mentioned b 
the poet Pol me occidiſtis amici, | 

Non ſervaſtis ais. 5 


I ty; 


The 


he 


ſin, &c. 


61) 


THE Reader is deſired to turn back to page 31. 


and to compare what follows with the two columns in that 


has once more contradicted 


John v. 18. The Apaſtle 
Jobn declares that, Whatſo- 


: ever is born of God, ſinneth 


5 not. - 


iſt, By any HABITUAL 


Mr Weſley's Sermon on 
Eph. ii. 8. 


of God's word, a deceiver.— 


tricter, ſbu fler, and 


what not.] 


A 2 


THIS pamphlet was quite 
Mr John 


[Nov let the reader only 
caſt his eyes on the oppoſite 
column, and he will find Mr 
John not only flatly contra- 
dicting himſelf, but heartily 
i abuſing himſelf, as a corrupter 


1 page, by which means he will perceive that Mr Weſley 


himſelf in the interpretation 


t that ſcripture, whoſeever is bern of Gad, finneth net. A 
X circumſtance which 1 was not aware of till after that leaf 
was printed. 


I boſoever is born of God, 
doth not commit ſin. 

Some men will ſay * true, 
„ whoſoever is born of God, 
* doth not commit fin ha- 
„ bitually.” HABITUAL-= 
LY! whence is that? I 
read it not, It is not writ- 
ten in the book. God plainly 
ſaith, he doth not commit ſin; 
and thou addeſt, habitually. 
Who art thou that mende/? 
the oracles of God ? That 
addeſt ta the words of this 
book Beware, I beſeech 
thee, leſt God add to thee, 
all the plagues that are written 
therein Eſpecially when the 
comment thou addeſt is ſuch, 
as quite ſwallows up the 
text. So that by this artful 
method of deceiving, the 
precious promiſe is utterly 
loſt: By this zricking and 
/huffling of men, the word of 
God is made of none effect. 


Mr Weſlsy's Sermon on 


| John ili. 8. | 
finiſhed when I was told, that 


eſley had lately a very remarkable dream, which 


awakened him out of a found ſleep. This dream he commu- 
nicated to the Society. — It was in ſubſtance as follows: That 
a big rough man-came to him, and gave him a violent blow 
upon the arm with a red-hot bar of iron, 


Now the inte 


retation thereof Iconceive to be as follows ; 


iſt, The big rough man, is The Cat's-paro, | 
2dly, The bar of tron, is Logita Meſleienſis. . 
3dly, The blow denotes the ſhock which M John will receive 
+  byithedaid: pemiphlet tile 1 int adorn © apc 
4thly, His being awakened out of-a ſound ſleep, ſignifies, there 18 
et hope, that he will ſome time or other come to the 
rigl t uſe of his ſpifitual faculties. 
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F< poſſible this may fall into the hands of ſome who 
1 have little or no concern about their own ſouls. To 
ſuch I beg to offer a few words before we part. 


* 


1ſt, Take care how you draw any concluſions againſt re- 
ligion in general, becauſe you ſee diſputes among the pro- 
feſſors of it. Rather ſuppoſe it is the more lovely and deſir- 
able upon this account. If there was no true value in gold 
and precious ſtones, there would not be ſo many litigations 
about the former; nor ſo many dangerous voyages to ob- 
tain the latter. And yet one who was well acquainted | 
with the worth of real religion, tells us, that God's com- 
mandments are more to be deſired than gold, yea, than much 
* gold. Take then the Angel's advice to the church of 

aodicea, Rev. iii. 18, I counſel thee to buy of me gold tried 
in the fire. And think no labor too great to ſearch for 
the pearl of great price. | 


 2dly, Examine what your heart is moſt ſet upon. Try 

whether the love of Chriſt, or the love of the world, has 

the chief ſeat in your affections. And remember, that there 

is no ' ſerving Cad and Mammon.— Think ſeriouſly how | 
ſhort a time you have to ſtay here below, and how often 
you have been diſappointed in your purſuit of earthly feli- 
city; and even when you have attained the utmoſt of your 
wiſhes, how little ſolid or durable ſatisfaction has been 
the refult? Still you found ſomething or other about yau 
to make you uneaſy, or you ſoon wanted the addition of 7 
ſomething or other, which you vainly thought would ren- 
der you compleatly happy.—lt has been with you as with 
Jonah's gourd, there was a canker-worm at the root f 
all your joy. | | 8 = 


Adly, Be careful how you filence the voice of con- 


ſcience, When you are alone, you have often ſecret mil- 


ivings, that all is not right between God and your foul. 
f you put off theſe remonſtrances, with ſaying, like Felix, 
that you will hear them at a more convenient ſeaſon; it is 
much to be feared that ſuch a ſeaſon will never come. 
Still death, death is approaching, even while you are ſtriv- 
ing to put the thoughts of it out of your mind; _ : *F 
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he Atrength of fin is the law. 


the breath in your noſtrils. 
on a ſick bed, and to have the near proſpect of eternity 


1 


4 Weath find you unprepared for his reception, he will prove 


a king of terrors indeed; for the ſting of death is ſin, and 


* 


Athly, Be careful how you harbour prejudices againſt 
pure undefiled religion, and againſt the profeſſors of it. 


Vou need not be told, that the faith which worketh by love, 
ndnd which overcometh the world, is not an article for which 
there is any great enquiry made in this . degenerate age. 
= Conſider that real piety continues the ſame, whether you 

approve, or reproach it. That you, yourſelf, are the crea- 


ture of a day; that you have within you an immortal 
© ſpirit, which muſt be eternally happy, or eternally miſer- 
able; that nothing ſeparates you from this eternal ſtate, but 
And when you come to lie 


before your eyes, riches, honors, pleaſures, will all loſe 


their reliſh, and appear to be only empty bubbles. But 


ſin will then be found to have a dreadful reality in it, and 
unleſs you are arrived at that worſt of ſtates, a ſeared con- 
ſcience, it will turn a pillow of down into a bed of thorns, — 
If theſe are not the words of truth and ſoberneſs, reject 


them; if they are, does it not well behove you to pay 
attention to them ? 


5thly, Would you be truly happy in life, and would you 


*wiſh to find comfort in death? Then do not miſtake the ſha- 
do for the ſubſtance any longer. It is true, the law of God 

finds you guilty, and fin lies at your door; but the goſpel 
brings you relief, by telling 


you, that Chriſt hath put away 
*fin by the ſacrifice of himſelf; and that he hath redeemed us 


© from the curſe of the Jaw, being made a cuiſe for us, Heb. 
- ix. 26. Gal. iii. 13. To this only Lord and Saviour then [ 
would direct your views. 
earneſt prayer, that he would be plegſed to beſtow upon you 
the gift of his Holy Spirit, and to work in you repentance 
= unto lite, never to be repented of, 2 Cor. vii. 10. 
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To him | would ſend 


you in 
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Page q. 1. 36. read at preſent. 
the word auxilio, and begin the word and with a (mall a. 
= P.15. 1,14. for ic, r. it ig. 


P. 10. leave out the point after 


P. 33-1. 28. for jms, r. ſome fins, 
P. 30. the Relerence | G | ſhould be made to p. 12, & 17. 
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